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PROCEEDI NGS

SEN. KILKELLY: Good evening. M nane is Marge
Kilkelly. 1'mthe State Senator for Lincoln County.
I'"'malso the chair of the Community Advi sory Panel on
Decommi ssi oni ng Mai ne Yankee, and |'Il be noderating
this meeting tonight.

This is a nmeeting being held by the NRC for the
purpose of soliciting comrents about the post-shutdown
decommi ssioning activities report for Mine Yankee
atom c power station. There are a nunber of, first of
all, just housekeeping details that I'd like to get
through in terns of the process for tonight's neeting.

First, there will be a presentation by Mke Misner
and Mary Ann Lynch from Mai ne Yankee, and they will go
over plans for post-shutdown activities report and the
plan for that process. That will be followed by M ke
Vebb and nmenbers of the NRC, who will then do a
presentation on the deconm ssioning process and the role
of the NRCin that process. At that point there will be
an opportunity for questions, and that will be followed
by an opportunity for public conmrent.

The purpose of having the questions first is so that
the fol ks that have been presenting naterial, if it's
possible for themto answer those questions right away,

they will be available to do that. |If they can't, then
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those answers will get back to you, either fromthe NRC
or from Mai ne Yankee, as is appropriate.

What | woul d ask for people that do have questions
is that you be respectful of the fact that there is both
a question time and a comment tinme; and we'd like to get
through the question piece, so if you have a sinple
question that you wish to ask, please do that. |If you
have a long statenent to make or a coment, please wait
until the comrent tine to do that, so that people who
have signed up for comrents will have an opportunity to
do that.

When you cone to the microphone -- this neeting is
bei ng transcri bed. Wen you cone to the nicrophone, we
ask that you state your nane, spell your |ast nane, and
then state where you're from And if you're
representing an organization or a group, if you woul d
pl ease al so indicate that.

VW are trying to keep very precise records of the
coments that we're receiving and the questions we're
receiving, and that will help us greatly in that
pr ocess.

There are restroons out the back door and to the
left, and there are al so juice machi nes and water
machi nes, and that sort of thing, and certainly fol ks

are free to cone and go as they need.
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It is our hope to wap this meeting up by about 10
o' cl ock tonight; however, we will stay as long as is
necessary for folks to make their commrents.

There are a nunber of people that I'd like to
introduce at this tine. First, the Gtizens Advisory
Panel. That is a group that has been neeting on a very
regul ar basis. | joked earlier tonight, I"'mstarting to
see nore of themthan ny famly, which is kind of a
scary thing. But it's a great group of people, so |
appreci ate their conpany.

Menmbers of the Community Advisory Panel that are
here tonight include John Chester, Paul Crary, Don
Hudson, who's also the vice chair of the CAP, Raynond
Shadis -- Ray's here sonepl ace.

MR SHADIS: |'mback here.

SEN. KILKELLY: There you go.

Dan Thonpson, and U dis Vanags, who serves on the
comittee, and also, for this evening, is representing
the Covernor's O fice.

Are there nmenbers of the CAP that |'ve mssed? |
think 1've got everybody.

There are a nunber of Legislators that are here
toni ght al so; Representative Joe Tayl or and Senat or
Spi ke Carey, who both serve on the Wilities Comittee,

and Senator Sharon Treat, who is the Senate chair of the
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Natural Resources Commttee. And | also notice Steve
Ward, who's the public advocate, is here as well.
Geat.

So, without further ado, we will now begin with a
presentation by the |licensee, Mine Yankee, outlining
t he deconm ssioning programfor the facility.

M5. LYNCH Good evening. M/ nane is Mary Ann Lynch
and I'man attorney for Mine Yankee, and | al so serve
as vice president of |law and public affairs.

Next to ne is Mke Meisner, who is vice president of
nucl ear safety and regul atory affairs.

First, on behalf of Mine Yankee, | would |like very
much to thank all the menbers of the public and public
officials who have turned out tonight to hear this
presentation and to ask questions of M ne Yankee and
the NRC regardi ng Mai ne Yankee's decomm ssi oni ng pl ans.
VW wel conme your input. That is why we sought the
creation of a Community Advisory Panel earlier this
year, which I will discuss briefly with you later in our
present ati on.

Toni ght we plan to discuss in broad terns Mine
Yankee's plans for decomm ssioning, and we'll try to
answer any questions that you may have. | wll begin
with a brief presentation regardi ng Mai ne Yankee's

mssion. Mke will take over to discuss the PSDAR the
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status of site characterization, and he will also
explain to you why Mai ne Yankee has made certain
assunptions in comng up wth the decomm ssioni ng pl an.
I will wap up our presentation with a discussion of how
we intend to fund decommi ssioning, an inportant part of
the process, and a di scussion of community invol vement.

| understand that questions will followlater. And
we will both al so be here for the duration of the
evening, if any one wants to ask us questions in the
back of the roomas well

So, with that, we'll start. And | apol ogi ze to
those of you who have been at the previous NRC neetings
or sone of the Community Advisory Panel neetings if this
is repetitive, but there is a nuch larger crowd tonight.

First of all, Miine Yankee's mission is to safely
and cost-effectively decontamnate and di smantl e the
plant in order to restore the site for future use. W
hope to do this while being responsive to the community
and to enpl oyees.

This is a picture of how the Maine Yankee site | ooks

t oday.
Next slide.
This is what we hope it will look |ike several years

down the road, after we have renoved the reactor

building and the turbine hall. Wat you essentially see
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left is the spent fuel pool and the staff building.

I'd also point out in the |ower |eft-hand corner are
the transmssion facilities.

Next slide.

This is what Mine Yankee nay |l ook like five to ten
years down the road, if Mine Yankee devel ops a dry-cask
storage facility for the nmanagement of the spent fuel
VW do not believe at this point, as Mke will explain
later, that the Department of Energy will come any tine
in the near future to accept the waste. So that's what
it will look like in an interimperiod.

I would point out that we are on a dual track
There are no firmplans for dry cask today, but we do
need to plan for that eventuality.

And | would also point out that this is just for
illustrative purposes in terns of site. Mine Yankee,
as many of you know, has a 740-acre site. So it nay
well be that even if we were to go down that road, that
the casks woul d not necessarily be | ocated on that
particul ar |ocation.

Eric, next slide.

And hopefully, then, a goal | think all of you in
this roomshare, our goal is to have the M ne Yankee
site look like that as soon as possible. You'll notice

again in the left-hand corner the transm ssion
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facilities. Those facilities are not owned by Mi ne
Yankee. Qur decomm ssioning plan doesn't deal with them
at all. And presumably, they would be available for a
future use of the site.

Thanks, FEric.

MR MEISNER (Good evening. | want to start out by
talking in general terns about the Mi ne Yankee PSDAR
I think you all know we submtted back on August 27th,
and this public neeting is a direct result of that
submttal.

The PSDAR itsel f | ooks at deconmm ssioning froma
broad point of view It discusses the assunptions that
we made in decomm ssi oni ng pl anni ng, the schedul ed maj or
activities, and the cost estimate. It also allows us to
reaffirmour commtnent to safety conmm ssioning, both
froma radiation protection point of view, which as |ong
as we have nuclear fuel on the site, is the nunber one
priority at Maine Yankee, and an industrial safety point
of view

And if you' ve read the PSDAR, you know that there is
a di scussion al so about the bounding effects of previous
envi ronnmental inpact statenents, both on a
pl ant - speci fi ¢ basis from Mii ne Yankee, and a generic
envi ronnment al i npact statenent basis devel oped by the

Nucl ear Regul at ory Conmi ssi on.
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As Mary Ann indicated, we've really discussed nost
of these topics in detail in one formor another
particularly at the last public meeting with the NRC
So what we wanted to do tonight was take a few sel ected
topics and discuss those in a little nore detail, and,
in some cases, provide updated information. For
instance, Mary Ann later will be tal king about the
updat ed cost study, which wasn't available at the tine
we submtted the PSDAR

So, deconmm ssioning planning is very inportant to
us. And one thing that we really haven't enphasized
before is, for Maine Yankee that began last May, not in
August. You'll recall last May the board of directors
decided to slow down in restarting the plant, |ooking
towards either another buyer -- a buyer for the plant,
or toultimately shut it down.

And at that point we initiated a nunber of things
within the organi zation that were, in | arge neasure,
sol el y devoted to deconm ssioning plans. For instance,
the PSDAR is one product of that. And while we
submtted that very few weeks after the board decision
to finally shut down, it was the product of a nunber of
nmont hs of intensive effort within the staff.

Nonet hel ess, the way you'd like to go into an

activity like this is to have a one or two-year planning
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period and to orderly shut down the plant at its
licensed life. That didn't happen w th Mine Yankee,
and with the decision to prematurely decomm ssion, we
are now faced with roughly a year of planning, with no
maj or deconm ssioning activities anticipated unti
roughly the August-Septenber tinme franme next year

What we' re doing right now and what we have been
doing for some nonths is preparation activities and
pl anning, and that will continue well into next summer.

Sorre of the things we're focusing on right nowin
the area of safety is to redesign the spent fuel poo
and nake it essentially what we call a nuclear island,
so that it is largely disconnected fromthe rest of the
plant fromthe point of view of electricity, water
systens, mechani cal systens, and the |ike, so that
activities in the plant, once we start najor
decommi ssioning activities, can't have any adverse
i mpact on the nuclear island itself.

So, isolating the nuclear island fromthe rest of
the plant is under design now, and we expect to have
that inplemented, the results of the design changes,

i mpl emented by roughly the end of March next year.

VW're also |l ooking at activities |like RCS
decontamnation. That's an inportant element to us from

the viewpoi nt of worker radiati on exposure. W need to
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make sure that as people start active activities in the
plant, that the radiation dose that they're exposed to
is as low as we can nake it.

So we have a nunber of bids in right nowthat we're
eval uating to do chem cal cleaning and decont am nati on
of the reactor cool ant system and we expect to have a
recomrendati on in roughly another week on howto go with
that activity. And | believe we'll probably do the
decontam nation, itself, near the end of the year or
very begi nning of next year

And we have a nunber of other preparation activities
going on to set up for the long-termdismantling of the
pl ant; things |ike asbestos renoval

And we're al so laying the foundati on in a nunber of
areas for the najor dismantling activities. Now that
the plant is shut down, there's no |onger fuel in the
reactor vessel. Many of the systens and conponents that
were inmportant to safety no |longer are, and we're goi ng
through a systemreclassification effort to essentially
downgr ade those systens so as to be able to nore
directly focus our personnel and resources on what's
inmportant to safety, and that's the spent fuel pool
managenent and radi ation protection throughout the
facility.

As | think Mary Ann indicated, we have started the
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site characterization. That's roughly a five- to
six-nonth effort to do a detailed study on the grounds
of the site, as well as within the facility buil dings,
to determne the exact |evels of radioactive
contamnation in there and to serve as the basis for the
long-termplan in dismantling the facility.

That's a very detailed study. |If any of you out
there are interested in howthat's progressing, that's
one of the standard update activities that we do with
the Community Advi sory Panel whenever they neet, and
they' ve been neeting roughly every four weeks or so.

I think the next neeting that we have schedul ed --
we may not have firmed it up exactly, but | think it's
Decenber 2nd, a Tuesday, and we'll be giving an update
on the status of the site characterization, as well as
providing a detail ed di scussi on on emnergency pl anni ng
and the anal yses that underlie what we plan for in
emer gency situations.

And, of course, funding needs to be focused on
Mary Ann will talk later about the filing with the
Federal Energy Regul atory Conm ssion, and that funding
is to be available in order to support the
decommi ssioning activities.

So, I'd like to take a few nmnutes and go through

our thought process and sone of the key decisions that
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have to be made in order to decomm ssion the plant.

And the first such decision is deciding between
what's cal |l ed DECON, which is imredi ate decont am nati on
and di smant | ement, and SAFSTOR which is essentially a
del ayed DECON for up to 60 years under NRC regul ations.

When we | ook at the other facilities that have gone
through or are in the process of doi ng decommi ssioni ng,
we find some interesting informati on as far as DECON
versus SAFSTOR  Virtually all single-unit facilities,
i ke Mai ne Yankee, tend to go towards the i nmedi ate
decontam nati on and di smantl| enent approach. There's a
coupl e of plants that have been conpl eted, Shoreham and
Fort St. Vrain, and you can see another five to six that
are in process in DECON right now.

The SAFSTCR nethod is preferred for multi-unit
facilities. You can see, for instance, San Ohofre 1 on
the list up there as one of three plants out in
California. San Onofre 1 was shut down several years
ago. San Onofre 2 and 3 still have a nunber of years
left intheir licensed life. And for nulti-unit owners,
it only nade sense to delay the deconm ssioning of the
early shut-down plants until all the plants are being
decommi ssioned. So that you will have some in SAFSTOR
and the last one will start the DECON process.

And there are some other facilities, and you can see
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the list up there, that are in fairly anonal ous
situations conpared Mai ne Yankee. Rancho Seco, for
instance, in California is owned by a public mnunicipa
district that had different funding issues to deal with
than Maine Yankee. And nost of the rest are snall test
reactor type of facilities that were shut down years
ago, before even the debate between SAFSTCR and DECON
was rai sed.

V& can conpare the two processes fromthe safety
point of view They're essentially equivalent. [If you
| ook at SAFSTCR and want to cal cul ate out your nunbers,
you will see that on a cal cul ational basis, SAFSTOR will
result in somewhat |ower occupational doses over tine,
whi ch only nmakes sense, because the [ onger you wait the
nore radioactive nmaterials decay.

On the other hand, to go into a SAFSTOR situation
for a period of years, you really need to downsi ze your
staff to the bare m ni mum needed for SAFSTCR  And when
you finally go into DECON, you' re faced with the fact
that you no | onger have experienced personnel at that
facility, health physicists and the like, who are aware
of the radiation problens and situations. And that |ack
of famliar personnel tends to offset the benefit,
because you can't do as good a job in naintaining doses

as | ow as reasonably achi evable for your staff.
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And either DECON or SAFSTOR, froma regul atory point
of view, come up with occupational doses well bel ow what
the NRC considers an acceptable | evel for
decommi ssi oni ng.

You can al so conpare the two approaches fromthe
cost point of view W didthis explicitly in our
previ ous deconm ssioning study in 1993, and there was a
clear difference of sone $40 mllion at that tine in
favor of taking the DECON approach.

So, what we decided to do as an initial decisionis
to proceed with DECON That's the assunption that we
made in our cost studies, and it nakes the nost sense
for a single-unit facility. Froma safety point of
view, it's essentially equivalent to SAFSTOR, and it's
clearly the | owest cost.

And practically speaking, too, because of Mine
Yankee's shut down history -- you all know we've been
shut down since Decenber of last year, and we won't be
conducting any naj or decommi ssioning activities until
August or Septenber of next year -- we have close to a
two-year SAFSTOR period, for all practical purposes,
before we go into the DECON process.

Anot her deci sion we needed to grapple with was the
end use of the site; how we wanted it to | ook when we

were done with the regulatorily required activities.
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And we | ooked at three alternatives, the first being
radi ol ogi cal cleanup only.

Eric, if you' d put up the next one.

That is the NRC minimumrequirement in order to
termnate the M ne Yankee |icense and rel ease the site
for unrestricted use. The problemwi th that approach is
that in the process of decomm ssioning, inside
bui I dings, for instance, in order to renove the
contam nation, we actually take out sections of walls or
cut several inches into concrete to renove the
contamnation naterials. And when you get through that
process, 1've heard it described as something akin to
the buildings are left in a Sm ss cheese situation; that
they're not safe; that you need to maintain security
over it; you need to maintain maintenance. And, as you
do that, those naintenance and security costs tend to
add up over tine. And in the long run, this is really
probably the nmost expensive option to choose to do the
bare m ni num

VW | ooked at alternate uses for the site once the
decontam nation and dismantling is done. And it seens
i ke one of the nost realistic uses is to repower the
site.

And we do have a feasibility review under way at

Mai ne Yankee. And nost of you know that cone next MNarch
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or April, we'll be choosing a deconm ssioning contractor
to carry out the bulk of the dismantling activities.

And we will request and expect to receive a nunber of
proposals to repower the site. Mst of what we' ve heard
about have to do with gas-fired generating facilities,
whi ch coul d nmake use of sone of the site infrastructure
such as the transm ssion |ines.

QG her uses are uncertain. | nean, conceptually, you
could go anywhere froma park plan to condos to novie
theaters, but we've not heard of any concrete interest
or proposals al ong those |ines.

And the final choice here is building denolition, or
essentially, green-fielding. That is the assunption we
made in our study for decommi ssioning costs. Froma
cost-certainty point of view, it is the best
characterized and best known. It does allow for other
uses of the site when the deconm ssioning period is
over.

And in order to really | eave open the possibility
for alternate uses of this site, we've decided to not
include in our cost estimates denolition of the staff
buil ding or office building, the diffuser and
circul ati ng water punphouse as infrastructure that may
be useful for a repowered site. Those are potentially

useful if we decide to go to full green-fielding and no
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alternative site use. Then we would go in later to
recover the costs for that final denolition

I'd like to talk for a few m nutes now about nucl ear
fuel, spent fuel. 1t's problematic. Al though, not
strictly speaking, part of the NRC s definition of
decommi ssioning -- they separate that out -- it is a
maj or el enent in our deconmi ssioning plan

Most of you know that the Departnent of Energy is
obligated to begin renovi ng spent nuclear fuel this
January. Realistically, of course, that won't happen
In fact, the earliest dates we're hearing about that the
DCE could be in position to start taking nuclear fuel is
in 2010.

Mai ne Yankee custoners have paid on the order now of
$192 nmillion in order to make this happen. And there is
federal |egislation and ongoi ng court cases that coul d
force the DOE to act sooner. But their perfornmance to
date suggests that it's probably unlikely.

VW retain the responsibility for safeguarding that
fuel until DCE can renove it. And as part of the cost
estinmates that Mary Ann will be sharing with you |l ater,
you'll see that a significant fraction, some $128
mllion, is for nothing nore than spent fuel managenent.

VW intend to pursue all renedi es against DCE. That

may include |legislative or legal remedies. And, as part
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of our cost study, we assune that fuel will remain on
the site. The last fuel bundle will leave the site in
the year 2023.

And just to avoid confusion, when DCE does finally
cone into take the fuel, they don't take it all at
once. They do kind of a round-robin gathering of fue
fromplants all around the country. They'll take a few
bundl es here, a few bundl es in another place, a few
bundl es down the road, and you won't get your final fue
off-site for maybe, we're estimating, a 13-year period
fromthe earliest tinme that they start.

So, in the context of an extended period of fuel
mai nt enance, we need to plan for the safest and nost
econom cal way to do that. Two proven technol ogi es
today: W can leave the fuel in wet storage with the
spent fuel pool, and, like | said, isolate that fromthe
rest of the plant, which will be done anyway; or, at
sonme point down the road, we could go to dry storage
And in that situation we take fuel bundles and | oad them
into massive casks. And, as the picture Mary Ann showed
you earlier depicted, these casks sit on a concrete slab
with appropriate security and nonitoring.

Froma safety point of view we believe, and nost
plants in the country believe, that dry storage is at

| east equivalent to wet storage. And froma cost point
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of view, there seemto be sone cl ear advantages.

Now, as Mary Ann indicated, we haven't made fina
decisions on this yet. |In fact, | just got yesterday a
final study that we had conm ssioned to exam ne the cost
tradeoffs of these two approaches. And there's a
deci ded advantage to dry storage, on the order of $30
mllion for the period up to 2023 that | nentioned.

Many people think that DOE, in fact, will not be able to
take all the fuel until 2026 or '28, in which case your

up in the $40 nillion dollar range for your dry storage

and nanagenent .

(One of the problens in choosing between these two is
that there are some up-front capital costs associ ated
wi th obtaining these casks and constructing the storage
facility. And it's not until, in our study, roughly
year 11 that the dry-storage is favorable to wet
st or age.

So, if you were to postul ate that DCE, next year,
will take the fuel, clearly you d naintain a wet storage
facility. On the other hand, if you' re going beyond 11
years in maintaining that fuel, it |looks like dry
storage is a clear favorite.

But we intend, at a Conmunity Advisory Panel neeting
down the road, to lay out all of the facts that we've

assenbled on this, and we're really | ooking for the
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advi sory panel to weigh in on this issue.

And at this point 1'lIl turn it back to Mary Ann

M5. LYNCH Thank you, Mke. As some of you know
who' ve read the newspaper in the |ast couple of days,

Mai ne Yankee did file a rate case this week with the
Federal Energy Regul atory Conm ssion to seek to recover
the remai nder of the deconm ssioning costs.

V% have approximately $195 mllion set aside in
trust, but that is not enough noney. W routinely --
that is, every three to five years -- do a study of the
cost estimate to update and nake sure that we are
collecting at the proper level. W had started a study
earlier this year. In fact, we had started it before we
knew we were shutting down, so we were quite fortunate
to have had that work well under way, and it was not a
case of putting this together quickly in the |last couple
of nonths since August. This is work that | think has
been goi ng on since February or MNarch

Eric, | think, has a slide up there which shows you
the major contributors to the deconm ssi oni ng costs.
These are cost estimates that run from 1998 up to the
year 2023, when the Departnent of Energy, we assune,
wi |l have conpleted its pickup of the waste, and then we
could finally deconm ssion and | oad the waste on

transportati on, and then finally decomm ssion the site.
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W currently are collecting $14.9 mllion a year --
oh, | should point out one other thing, Eric, about that
last slide. |'msorry.

Those figures are updated since the PSDAR filing.

At the time that docunent was sent to the NRC, we did
not have this study conpleted. So, those nunbers are
different than the ones in the PSDAR filing.

We're currently collecting $14.9 mllion a year, and
have been for about three or four years. It was a | ower
| evel before that. W are seeking to increase the
collections to $36.4 mllion

Essentially, we need $357 million to do the NRC
mninum W need another $23 mllion to denolish the
bui | di ngs, as M ke discussed, and restore the site to a
poi nt where it can be used for other purposes.

VW have excluded fromthat, as | think he nentioned,
the diffuser and the circul ati ng water punphouse and the
staff building on the assunption that those m ght be
usabl e.

If, as a result of site characterization or |ack of
interest in developing the site, those are not usabl e,
we woul d be seeking to have the funding to denolish
those buil dings and conpletely restore the site.

The final nunber is the cost of the spent fue

managenent out to the year 2023, and is the biggest
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difference fromthe previous study, which was $377
mllion in 1997 dollars. That previous study did not
have the longer termfor fuel nanagenment and di d not
include init the cost of the dry-cask facility, because
at the time we assumed that the plant woul d operate to
the year 2008 and that the Departnent of Energy woul d
conplete its pickup of the waste by 2018. So, using
that break-even point of 10 or 11 years, we did not, in
1993, when we did the last study, foresee the need for
dry-cask storage

As | mentioned, we did file this case with the
Federal Energy Regul atory Conm ssion. W expect that
Mai ne' s public advocate, the PUC, the small nunicipa
cust oners t hroughout New Engl and, and probably every
public utilities commssion in New England to intervene
in that case

The positions tend to be a little bit different.
Wiile they all represent custoners, | think |ocal public
officials here in Maine have historically had a higher
sensitivity to the need to have adequat e decomi ssi oni ng
funding so that the site can be decomm ssi oned and
restored. And that has not been a sensitivity shared by
custoners to the south of the Kittery bridge.

Lastly, we wanted to discuss the issue of public

i nvol venent toni ght, because we have had a -- | think a
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somewhat uni que experience here in Miine. The Community
Advi sory Panel was created this summer as the primary
means for us to understand and hear of the public's
concerns regardi ng the deconm ssi oni ng of Mai ne Yankee.
VW were fortunate in that the Covernor of M ne agreed
to name four people to that panel

VW were fortunate in the diverse and varied
backgrounds of the people who agreed to so kindly share
their time on this mssion. There are representatives
fromstate government, |ocal governnent, the narine
i ndustry, environnental groups, the anti-nuclear group,
emergency planning -- I'msure |I'mmssing sonme, but it
is a very, very diverse group of individuals.

And Mai ne Yankee is |l ooking to the Commnity
Advi sory Panel for advice on the choices that we nake,
particularly on the choices that will inpact on the
| ocal community.

So far, the Community Advisory Panel has net three
ti mes since Miine Yankee was shut down in August. Every
meeting is open to the public. It is noticed in the
| ocal paper. It is noticed on the Maine Yankee web
site. And it has a public comrent period.

W are still engaged in sort of a shake-down effort
on our web site. W're trying to nmake that nore

current. And we don't have all of the kinks out of it,
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but it really is an attenpt by Miine Yankee to hear from
the public. And 1'd like to use this opportunity
tonight to encourage people to attend CAP neeti ngs.

I'd like to summarize. W believe that inmmediate
dismantl enent and site restoration is the best choice
for safely and cost-effectively deconm ssioning the
Mai ne Yankee plant and restoring the site for future
use.

Ve feel that dry-cask storage may be the best option
| ong-term however, we are proceeding on a path that at
| east for the near termdoes not preclude wet storage
and is essentially a dual path.

As M ke mentioned, we are doing a feasibility study
of possible alternative uses for the site, and we
wel come any suggesti ons.

M ke didn't mention it, but | know the Wscasset
town pl anner has had sone di scussi on about a possible
industrial park as a use, too. So we are open to any
suggest i ons.

Again, | just want to thank you all for com ng
tonight. W wel come your questions and | ook forward to
havi ng a di al ogue with you as we go through this process
over the com ng years.

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you Mary Ann and M ke.

THE REPORTI NG GROUP
(207) 781-3728



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

27

And now we will turn it over to the NRC for their
presentati on.

MR WEBB: (Good evening. For the benefit of those
of you who were not at the public nmeeting held | ast
month, I'd like to introduce nyself as the NRC
decommi ssi oni ng project manager for Mi ne Yankee.
wor k out of NRC headquarters in Rockville, Maryland, and
I"'ma nmenber of the NRC reactor decomm ssioning section
VW' ve have oversight responsibility for 16 commerci a
power reactors that are in various stages of
decommi ssi oni ng throughout the United States. [1'Il be
the principal point of contact at NRC headquarters for
t he deconm ssi oni ng of Mi ne Yankee.

I'd like to thank everyone for being here this
evening. W do appreciate that you do have an interest
in the decomm ssi oni ng of Mai ne Yankee and that you' ve
taken your tine to be here this evening.

As Ms. Kilkelly stated earlier, the purpose of
tonight's nmeeting is to informyou about the Mine
Yankee Post - Shut down Decommi ssioning Activities Report,
or PSDAR but it's also to gather comments and answer
questions about Mine Yankee's decommi ssioning. And
because we anticipate that a najor portion of tonight's
meeting will be devoted to receiving your comrents and

answering your questions, we've brought several NRC
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staff nenbers here to address your concerns.

So | would like to introduce those people. And if
each of you could raise your hand, please, when | call
your name, so people wll know who you are.

M/ i mredi ate supervisor is Dr. Mchael Masnik. Mke
is the section chief for decomm ssioning, and he
supervi ses ei ght project managers who are assigned to
the oversight of power reactor deconm ssioning.

M ke's i mmedi ate supervisor is Dr. Seynour Wi ss.
As our project director, Sy also has responsibility for
non- power reactors.

R ck Rasnussen is the NRC senior resident inspector
assigned to Maine Yankee. Rick is the NRCs on-site
representative at the plant, and his duties are to
observe and inspect day-to-day activities. R ck reports
to our Region | office, which is located in King of
Prussia, Pennsylvania, and his supervisor there is
M. CQurt Cowgill.

Dr. Ron Bellany is branch chief for decommi ssioning
of Region |. Hs group will assunme Region I
responsi bility for Miine Yankee in the near future.

A 'so here fromKing of Prussia is Neil Sheehan of
the Region | office of public affairs.

Ann Hodgdon is an attorney fromour NRC

headquarters, Ofice of CGeneral Counsel. She's one of
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our | egal specialists on deconm ssioni ng.

Larry Pittiglio is fromour headquarters Ofice of
Nucl ear Materials Safety and Safeguards. The |icense
termnation plan that we'll discuss this evening is
reviewed by Larry's group down at headquarters.

Etoy Hylton is our licensing assistant, and she's
here to assist in admnistrative issues this evening.

Dan Dorman was ny i medi ate predecessor as Mi ne
Yankee project nmanager while the plant was operating.

And finally, from NRC headquarters, John Mnns, a
proj ect engi neer assigned to our staff.

Bef ore we receive your questions and comments on the
PSDAR, | thought it would be hel pful, particularly for
peopl e who weren't here on Cctober 7, to briefly go
t hrough t he decomm ssi oni ng process fromthe tine Mine
Yankee permanently ceased operations through termnation
of the license.

Wthin 30 days of a licensee's decision to
permanently shut down, they're required to submt
witten certification to the NRC that they have
permanent |y ceased operations. Once they've renoved
fuel fromthe spent fuel pool -- I'msorry, fromthe
reactor vessel, they nust subnit a second certification
What this does is prevents themfromoperating the plant

and it prevents themfromnoving the fuel back into the
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reactor vessel. Miine Yankee provided these two
certifications to us in a single letter dated August 7,
1997.

May | have the next slide, please? Actually, that's
all right.

Qur regulations require that within two years of
submtting -- or permanently ceasing operations, that
the |icensee must submit this Post- Shutdown
Decommi ssioning Activities Report, or PSDAR  Maine
Yankee submtted the PSDAR to us on August 27, 1997.

The PSDAR includes the itens that you see here on
this list: A description of the activities they intend
to conduct, a schedule of how they intend to acconplish
them an estinate of the expected cost, and a di scussion
that provides the basis for concluding that the
envi ronnment al i npacts associated with their
decommi ssioning fall within the bounds of the Generic
Envi ronmental | npact Statement that the NRC conducted
as well as with a final environmental statenent that was
i ssued by the NRC when the plant started operations.

In addition to the prelimnary cost estimate the
PSDAR requires, within two years of operation they al so
have to submt a nore detailed site-specific
decommi ssi oning cost estinmate. So, in Mine Yankee's

case, this report is due in August of 1999.

THE REPORTI NG GROUP
(207) 781-3728



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

31

The purpose of that submittal is to assure that the
funds necessary to decommission the facility are in
pl ace relatively early in the process. Mine Yankee has
not yet submtted their site-specific cost estimate to
the NRC, so, as a consequence, our regul ations would not
allow themto access nore than 23%of the value of the
generi c deconmm ssioning fund that our regul ations cite.

The NRC placed a notice in the Federal Register on
recei pt of the PSDAR and nmade it available to the
public. And we've also scheduled this neet to all ow
Mai ne Yankee to present their plans for deconm ssioni ng
of the facility, describe the NRC s role during
decommi ssioning, and to respond to your questions and to
recei ve your coments.

Next slide, please.

The PSDAR provi des five functions:

First, to provide a general overviewto the public
and the NRC of their planned decomm ssioning activities

Second, it notifies the NRC staff in sufficient time
for us to conduct safety inspections prior to the
initiation of any naj or decommi ssioning activities;

It also allows the NRC staff enough time to plan for
the appropriate | evel of inspection of their activities
duri ng deconm ssi oni ng;

And, we feel it requires the licensee, prior to any
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maj or activities, to examne their plans for the funding
of the deconm ssi oni ng;

And, finally, to ensure that the plans the |icensee
has for decomm ssioning will not result in environnenta
i mpacts that have not been previously considered.

Before the expiration of the 90-day period from
which they submt the PSDAR Maine Yankee is prohibited
from undertaki ng any maj or decomm ssioning activities.

May we have the next slide

Since you may ask, well, what is a major
decommi ssioning activity, here's the definition. And,
as you can see, anong these actions is an activity that
results in permanent renoval of major radioactive
conponents. And | realize that may then raise the
question, well, what is a najor radioactive conponent.

Those components are defined again in our
regul ati ons as the reactor vessel, steamgenerators,
pressurizers, |large bore reactor cool ant system pi pi ng,
and ot her |arge conponents that are radioactive to a
simlar degree.

N nety days after we receive the PSDAR, and after
certification of permanent cessation of operations and
renmoval of the fuel, Mine Yankee could begin to perform
maj or decomm ssioning activities without specific NRC

approval , using a process described in our Section 50.59
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of our regul ations.

Next slide, please.

Now t hat Mai ne Yankee has submitted the PSDAR what
obl i gations does the NRC have?

The first step, we were required to provide public
noti ce of the receipt of the PSDAR and our method of
doing that is the Federal Register. And we also have to
make that PSDAR available to the public. W're required
to hold a public meeting in the vicinity of the plant.
And we have to provide an opportunity for witten
conment s.

And we did this both by providing an address and a
poi nt of contact in the Federal Register, and then al so,
obviously, we're here to take comrents this evening.

The NRC staff will determne if the infornationa
requi renents of our regulations were satisfied by the
PSDAR  If the infornation provided by the licensee is
not consistent with the requirenents of our regul ation
then the NRC staff will require the licensee to amend
their submttal prior to beginning najor decommi ssioni ng
activities.

If the PSDAR provides the required information, then
we' |l docunent this conclusion in a nmenorandumthat will
be placed on the docket, and, therefore, wll be

avai l able to the public.
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VW have not yet determ ned whet her the PSDAR
submtted for Mine Yankee satisfies the infornationa
requirenents. And, in part, that's dependent upon the
coments that you'll provide this evening

VW will consider oral and witten comrents received
frommenbers of the public. And we plan to address al
the public comments pertaining to the PSDAR in a
menor andumthat we'll place on the docket for the
facility and will be available to the public.

And that nmeans also that we'll have a sign-up list,
and peopl e who specifically want to be on distribution
will be able to receive that; although it will also be
avai | abl e at the local public docurment room at the
W scasset Public Library.

So, to summarize, we provide notice of receipt of
the PSDAR and we hold a public nmeeting in the vicinity
of the plant. Then we determine if the requirenments of
the regul ati ons have been net, and, if so, we documnent
that conclusion. And we're obligated to respond to
public comments. And, in the neantine, the staff is
al so preparing for inspections and the necessary
oversi ght of the deconmm ssioning of the facility.

Next slide, please.

After conpletion of the activities associated with

the PSDAR, the |icensee coul d begi n deconmm ssioning in
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earnest. Many of the activities conducted during
decommi ssioning are simlar to actions taken at
operating units; however, because of the nonoperating
status of the facility, the consequences of events or
acci dents during decomm ssioning are greatly reduced.
Nonet hel ess, our regul ations inpose additi onal
requirenents on |icensee activities during
decommi ssi oni ng.

The licensee is prohibited from performng any
decommi ssioning activity that woul d forecl ose the
rel ease of the site to unrestricted use, result in
significant environmental inpacts they haven't already
eval uated, or result in there no | onger being reasonabl e
assurance that adequate funds will be available for
decommi ssi oni ng.

So, in practical ternms, these limtations conpe
Mai ne Yankee, or any given licensee, to evaluate the
radi ol ogi cal, environnmental and financial inpacts of
their proposed actions.

Next slide, please.

No later than two years before the planned
termnation of the license, they nust submt a |license
termnation plan

So the plan will include the itens identified on the

SCreen:
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A radiol ogical site characterization; identification
of remaining activities; plans for howthey intend to
remedi ate the site; detailed plans for their fina
radi ati on survey; a description of the end use of the
site; again, an updated site-specific estimte of
remai ni ng deconm ssi oni ng costs; and a suppl enment to the
envi ronnmental report describing any new i nformation or
significant environmental inpacts or changes that coul d
be associated with their activities.

And, simlar to the PSDAR to keep the public in the
loop, we'll provide a notice of the |license termnation
plan in the Federal Register again, will make it
avai l able for public comment. And, in this case, we
offer an opportunity for a hearing on the plan. W'l
also hold a public meeting in the vicinity of the site.
And we woul d expect the |icensee, Mine Yankee, to
describe the license termnation plan to the public.
VW' || describe the activities that remain for us that
are associated with the license term nation, and again
provi de the public an opportunity to understand the
process and to ask questions and provi de conments.

May we have the next slide, please.

NRC approval of the license termnation plan will be
by a license anmendnent whi ch woul d aut hori ze

i mpl ementation of the Iicense termnation plan.
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As | said, the public is offered an opportunity for
a hearing during this portion of the decomm ssi oni ng
pr ocess.

Fol | owi ng approval of the plan, the |icensee then
conpl etes site cleanup and perforns the final site
radi ati on survey. And we woul d continue oversi ght
during the entire process.

The Comm ssion will only termnate the license if it
determnes that the decontam nation, disnantlenent and
site remediation activities have been performed in
accordance with the approved plan and that that final
that termnal radiation survey and the associ at ed
docunent ati on woul d denonstrate that any remnaini ng
structures and facilities on the site are suitable for
rel ease

I'd like to now say a few words about our inspection
during the decomm ssioning. As | noted, we'll continue
to provide oversight during the decontam nati on and the
dismantl ement. At least for the next year, this
oversight will include the presence of the senior
resi dent inspector, M. R ck Rasnussen, who will be
over seei ng the decomm ssi oni ng on a day-to-day basis.
W al so have an inspection programthat uses inspectors
fromRegion I, as well as from headquarters

V& have a core program of inspections that involve
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facility managenent, deconm ssioning support activities,
spent fuel safety, and radiol ogical safety. So they
will be routinely inspected and formthe basis for our
core inspection program

Additionally, regional and headquarters subject
matter experts will conduct inspections of major
activities.

Next slide, please.

I think many of you may be famliar with what's
happened so far, but since we've had an overview, |'d
like to provide sone specifics for Miine Yankee and
thei r decommi ssi oni ng process.

As we've al ready di scussed, they've provided their
certifications of permanent cessation of operations and
per manent removal of fuel on August 7, 1997, and they
submtted their PSDAR on August 27, 1997.

That inposed the requirenment on the NRCto notify
the public of resuit of that docunent, and we published
a Federal Register notice on Septenber 19. And al so,
just as Maine Yankee has put this on their web site, the
Mai ne Yankee PSDAR is on the NRC web site as well

VW' re conducting this neeting this evening to
recei ve your comrents. For those questions that we are
unabl e to answer this evening and to address your

coments, we wll docunment our response in a menorandum
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that will be placed on the Maine Yankee docket and will,
therefore, be available at the Miine Yankee | ocal public
docunent room at the Wscasset Public Library.

Qur response will also be provided to anybody here
this evening who requests to be on our distribution Iist
for this subject. You can put your nanme on one of the
sign-up lists at the back of the room

Mai ne Yankee is restricted fromconducti ng any major
decommi ssioning activities until Novenber 25th, 90 days
fromthe date it submtted the PSDAR And, as they
poi nted out, even though the regulations allowthemto
begi n naj or decommi ssioning activities as early as |ater
this month, they've stated their intentions to wait or
post pone di smantl enent until Septenber of 1998.

They plan to submt their license termnation plan
in April, 2003, to conduct site surveys to help them
termnate the license in the last quarter of 2004, and
their goal is to termnate the license in April of 2005.

During this entire process, Mine Yankee will
continue to be subject to the NRC regul ations, and we
will provide regulatory oversight of the facility and
wi || conduct both headquarters and regional - based
i nspections of the plant to verify that Mine Yankee is,
in fact, conducting deconmm ssioning in a safe manner.

| want to repeat that |I'mone of many NRC staff
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menbers invol ved in the oversight of M ne Yankee's
decommi ssioning. The other staff menbers here will al so
be overseeing their activities. And although several of
us are here tonight to answer your questions and to
address your comments, your questions are always

wel cone. Therefore, could I have the next slide?

So, for your information, and it's included in the
packet, the handout of the viewgraphs, |'ve provided
the mailing address, phone nunber, fax nunber, and
electronic mail address for nyself and R ck Rasmussen
and | have the headquarters toll-free nunber up under ny
name, if you prefer to make an 800 call.

Thi s concl udes our presentation, and I'd like to
return the floor to Senator Kilkelly and to your
questions and comments.

Thank you for your patience this evening and for
your attention.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you, M ke.

If we could have the fol ks from Mai ne Yankee cone up
and sit at that table and the fol ks fromthe NRC over
here, we'll take questions.

And, as | stated before, there will be an
opportunity for comment, so if we could have this first
time just for questions. And | would ask agai n that

when you cone to the mcrophone to ask your questions,
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so that everyone can hear, and state your nane, spell
your | ast nane, where you're from and if you're
representing an organi zation.

Yes.

KRS CHRISTINE: | have several questions. Can you
hear ne?

SEN KILKELLY: No.

M5. CHRISTINE Wuld you like ne to speak | ouder?

SEN. KILKELLY: See if the microphone is on. |
think maybe it's not on yet.

M5. CHRISTINE There's no button. Oh, here it is.

SEN  KILKELLY: Yes.

M5. CHRISTINE M nane is Kris Christine. First
name is spelled KKR1-S, last name is GHRI-ST-I-NE
I'mfromA na, and | represent ny famly.

| have sonme questions. M. Misner, you nentioned
that you're redesigning the spent fuel pool. You' re
going to create a nuclear island isolated from-- to
isolate the pool fromplant activities. Are you
actual ly physically moving the fuel ?

MR MElSNER  Ch, no.

M5. CHRISTINE Ckay. Well, | kind of wondered --

MR MEISNER No, the fuel isn't noved. Wat we do
is break sonme of the connections, electrical and

otherwise, with the rest of the facility and provide
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addi ti onal means, say, for cooling.

M5. CHRISTINE Ckay. So it will still be in a wet
st or age?

MR MEISNER Yes. The fuel doesn't nove

M5. CHRISTINEE Well, | wondered, because you al so
mentioned the possibilities of repowering the plant and
that natural gas is one of the possibilities. And it's
ny understanding that NRCwill require the spent fue
pool, whether it's in wet storage or in dry-cask
storage, to be a half-mle -- a mninumof a half-mle
away fromany gas-fired turbines. So | wondered if you
were actually physically noving the fuel in anticipation
of a possible switch to repowering the plant with
nat ural gas.

MR MEISNER That's one of the advantages of going
to a dry-cask facility, is you can not only site that
facility sonmewhat renote fromwhere the fuel pool is
now, but you can al so go ahead and decommi ssion the
spent fuel pool itself. So, as far as a half-nile,
maybe the NRC can correct ne, but --

M5. CHRISTINE M. Pittiglio, at the |last neeting,
came up to nme after the neeting and reassured ne that
NRC -- if Maine Yankee were repowered with natural gas,
that the NRC woul d require the spent fuel, no matter how

it was being stored, in wet storage or in dry storage,
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that it would have to be a half-mle away from any
gas-fired turbine.

MR MEISNER Well, | think -- let me just answer
that. Wat will have to be done, just |ike any other
desi gn change, is we'll have to evaluate all the
potential effects of any new facility, part of which
woul d be the expl osive effects of the natural gasline.
And whether that's a half-mle, a mle, or four-tenths
of amle, it depends on doing those anal yses.

M5. CHRISTINE:  Unh- huh.

MR MEISNER In sone situations, a half-nmle may
not be enough. In other situations, it nay be nore than
enough. | don't think there's any firmdistance.

M5. CHRISTINEE Ckay. Along the same |ines, John
Zwol i nski of the NRC staff, for those who don't know,
recently confirmed that Connecticut Yankee will perform
an anal ysis of the radiol ogi cal consequences froma | oss
of water inventory fromtheir spent fuel pool, and I was
wondering if Mine Yankee was pl anni ng on doi ng the sane
ki nd of anal ysis?

MR MEISNER In fact, | only touched on it briefly
when | spoke, but 1'd like to invite you all to the next
Communi ty Advi sory Panel meeting, because we're going to
go through those anal yses in some detail.

M5. CHRISTINE: So you have done one on the
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radi ol ogi cal consequences --

MR MEISNER It's in the process. W don't have
the final results yet.

M5. CHRISTINE Ckay

MR MEI SNER W expect those in m d- Novenber

M5. CHRISTINE: Another question | have --

MR MEISNER But it's only one of many anal yses
that are bei ng done.

M5. CHRISTINE On the spent fuel pool?

MR MEl SNER  Yes.

M5. CHRISTINE: Ckay. Also, once you start active
decommi ssi oning next year, is that a going to be a
process that's taking place seven days a week, 24 hours
a day? | know that during the restart readi ness process
that there was work going on 24 hours a day, seven days
a week, at the plant. |Is that same |evel of activity
going to be taking pl ace next year, when you actively
start decomm ssioning the plant?

MR MEISNER That will depend in | arge neasure on
the types of work plans that are proposed by the
potenti al deconm ssioning vendors. We'|ll be better able
to answer that next year.

M5. CHRISTINE Ckay. And you will have on site the
one NRC resident, M. Rasmussen, who w |l be working, |

assune, a 40-hour week. WII that change if there's
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activity going on seven days a week, 24 hours a day?

MR MEISNER | think that's a question for the NRC

M5. CHRISTINEE For the NRC. WII that change if,
during the decommi ssi oni ng process, there is work going
on 24 hours a day, seven days a week, at Mine Yankee,
whi ch woul d be a total of 168 hours of work a week.

And, obviously, M. Rasnussen, | assune, works a 40-hour
week. And you only have one resident inspector. That
woul d mean there is only NRC oversight for a quarter of
the tinme.

WII that be changed and will you add anot her
resident inspector if, in fact, there are that many
hours of decomm ssioning activity goi ng on?

MR BELLAMY: You brought up a nunber of issues in
that question.

First, M. Rasmussen regularly works nore than 40
hours a week. He is here a lot of extra hours.

M5. CHRISTINE: Probably not 168, though.

MR BELLAMY: dearly not 168.

M5. CHRISTINE:  Ckay.

MR BELLAMY: W are continuing to evaluate what the
staffing level will be required during the
decommi ssi oni ng process here. W will take a continual
look at the activities that are going on and we'll nake

sure that there's appropriate NRC oversi ght and coverage
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during the high points of activity.

If there is a major activity ongoi ng and Mai ne
Yankee decides that they will have significant activity
for seven days a week, 24 hours a day, then at least for
sonme short periods of that tinme | will ensure that there
is that same anount of coverage.

M5. CHRISTINE  Ckay

MR BELLAMY: |'mnot committing that there will be
anot her resident inspector here, because | have a nunber
of staff available to nme both in the Region | office and
Dr. Wiss's staff in headquarters will also be available
to provi de the necessary coverage.

M5. CHRISTINE: Ckay. Also, Mine Yankee was in the
process of repairing the 90%of its fire penetration
seals that will allow the plant to resune operation, and
then the work was suspended. Does M ne Yankee
currently have adequate fire penetration seals in place
that will be needed during deconm ssi oni ng? Because
know that a lot of volatile conpounds, |ike chem cals,
propane, acetylene, etc., and other explosive materials
are used during the decommi ssioning process. So, is
that something that has been adequately corrected for
t he deconm ssi oni ng process?

MR MEISNER We're required to continue to nmaintain

a fire protection program albeit to a nuch reduced
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scope. And that scope is primarily the spent fuel pool.

M5. CHRISTINEE Ckay. So does that answer --

MR MEISNER  As you indicated, you know, we're
replacing a |l arge nunber of seals. Mst of those seals
needn't be replaced now, because they're not associ ated
with the spent fuel pool.

M5. CHRISTINE Are the ones that are associated
with the spent fuel pool adequate at this point?

MR MElISNER  That's ny understandi ng, yes. W' ve
been taking a | ook at all the programmatic requirenents
and how they apply. Like | indicated, simlar to the
systemrecl assification, howthey apply to the
decommi ssi oni ng envi ronment .

M5. CHRISTINEE Ckay. | have just one |ast
question. Has there been an eval uati on done, an
anal ysis on the expl osive hazard risk fromthe naterials
that are used during deconm ssi oni ng?

MR MEISNER That's routinely done anytine we
introduce any new naterial that hasn't previously been
evaluated. That's part of our required prograns, to do
those eval uati ons.

M5. CHRISTINE: Ckay. Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Yes, the next person w th questions,
pl ease?

MR BRACK M nane is H G Brack, BRAGK 1|I'm
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the editor of RADNET and fromthe Center for Biol ogical
Monitoring in Bar Harbor. And | had a series of
questions here relating to the reactor vessel for M ke.

It says here | owlevel waste burial cost here,
$83,000,379. |Is that either for South Carolina or for
Texas, or either one of those -- the costs are the sane,
or are you planning to go with one location or the
ot her ?

M5. LYNCH The costs in the TLG study that we're
using at the FERC are based on South Carolina. At this
point, South Carolina is the only site available to
Mai ne Yankee. |f the Texas Conpact is enacted by the
Congress, we will need to supplenment our FERC filing and
we will be requesting nore noney, because the Texas
facility has a -- has both an access fee and increased
costs of shipping and transportation that are not
reflected in the current nunber.

MR BRACK: Ckay. In terns of the current nunber
here, does this envision or are you envisioning here the
siting of the reactor vessel intact, with the internals,
with this particular figure here?

MR MEISNER  That figure assunes segmenting, |
believe. |If you |look at our PSDAR that's one of the
i ssues we addressed, is cutting up the greater than

d ass C waste, such as the reactor vessel.

THE REPORTI NG GROUP
(207) 781-3728



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

49

MR BRACK: But both your PSDAR and Connecti cut
Yankee indicate that one of your options would be to
site the reactor vessel intact w thout segmentation.

MR MEISNER And that fact --

MR BRACK: That's one of the options you're
consi deri ng.

MR MEISNER And we're followi ng that very closely.
If you |l ook at the Trojan plant in the Northwest, they
have a proposal pending before the NRC to do just that.
And it's not just the reactor vessel, but it's the
reactor vessel internals as well.

MR BRACK: Wth the internals. So, then, you woul d
be shipping the entire reactor vessel to South Carolina
inone unit, if you follow that scenario?

MR MEISNER If that option is feasible. Now, our
plans are to follow closely the interaction between
Trojan and the NRC, because it really comes down, in
sonme sense, to a regulatory decision, and that isn't an
option that's open to us right now

MR BRACK: Now, if you do segnent the reactor
vessel internals, what's the destination for the reactor
vessel internals in that scenario?

MR MEI SNER  Can sonebody help ne on that? |
believe we --

M5. LYNCH I'Il take a crack at sone of it. |If
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it's greater than dass C waste, it will remain either
in our pool or presumably a dry cask until such tine as

the Department of Energy can take it. |If it's dass A

B or Cwaste, | understand that South Carolina can take
all of it.
MR BRACK: 1'll nake reference here to the old

Mai ne Yankee reactor vessel inventory, 1987. You may
recall, | wote you a few years ago, because if we | ook
at the greeter than dass Clistings here and the 239
cubic feet of greater than dass Cinternals was |isted
in the old manifest here as going out off-site in 100
shipnents to Barnwell for only 239. Now, | wote you a
coupl e of years ago and asked you, would this be going
to Texas mxed with dass A waste. And you said no,
they would not. So now you feel that the greater than
A ass Cwaste with this segnenting scenario woul d be
di sposed of with the spent fuel ?

M5. LYNCH We anticipate that the greater than
A ass Cwaste, which in the current study is about the
same cubic feet -- | can't renenber the exact nunber, if
it's 225, 239 -- it's about right --

MR BRACK: Right

M5. LYNCH -- will remain in the spent fuel pool.

MR BRACK: WII renain in the spent fuel pool ?

M5. LYNCH Assuming that's our managenent pl an.
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MR BRACK: So, would you put the GICC wastes into
the spent fuel pool, like they did at Yankee Rowe, and
have sufficient space in the spent fuel pool?

M5. LYNCH Yes, we do.

MR BRACK: So then, why in the PSDARs for both the
Mai ne Yankee and the Connecticut facility is the option
listed for sending it off to South Carolina in one |arge
unit? This is clearly a new paradigm This would be
the first tine this nmethod of disposal woul d be used of
any reactor in the United States, if I'"'mcorrect. Can
you cite any other reactor that woul d have di sposed of a
reactor vessel intact in one unit like that?

MR MEI SNER  Yes, Yankee Rowe.

MR BRACK: Well, no, Yankee Rowe, | beg to differ
with you, the reactor, the GICC wastes is in the spent
fuel pool. Your curic content of the Yankee Rowe
reactor vessel that was cited was 4-, 5- or 6,000
curies. Are you aware of what the curic content woul d
be of an intact reactor vessel? Can you tell us that?

MR MEl SNER  Your question was are we aware of
anybody shi pping a vessel intact, which | believe was
your questi on.

MR BRACK  Yes.

MR MEISNER  And Yankee Rowe did that |ast spring.

MR BRACK: But they had first segnented out the
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GICC waste, though. They did not include the reactor
vessel internals in the South Carolina disposal. It was
only the reactor vessel itself. So you would -- the
Yankee Rowe vessel, you had taken out, or the |icensee
there had segnented out the greater than dass C waste
before they sent the vessel to South Carolina.

This is an inportant distinction here in terns of
what is going on here, because, you know, you list here
in your own -- in the Maine Yankee reactor vesse
inventory, at two years cooling, you' re listing greater
than dass C wastes of 4 mllion curies at two years
cooling. This is you' re reactor vessel inventory, which
is avail able to anyone through Udis Vanags' study on
radi oactive waste in 1992, | believe it was.

So Yankee Rowe is not -- is a good exanpl e of
segnentation. So, at Yankee Rowe you took the GICC
wastes out of the reactor vessel before it went to South
Carolina. In the PSDAR for both Connecticut Yankee and
Mai ne Yankee you're putting out the option of sending
the vessel to South Carolina for burial with the reactor
vessel conponents intact, including all the GICC wastes
as one option. And | think that's very clear in the
PSDAR

MR MEISNER You're exactly right. Can | answer?

I think your question was did anyone send a vesse
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intact. Yes, Yankee Rowe did. 1|s anybody else going to
do that? Yes, there is a pending proceeding in the NRC
for Trojan.

MR BRACK: Because it seens to ne --

MR MEISNER |s Maine Yankee going to do that?
That depends on whether or not that configuration is
determined to be greater than dass C waste. |If the
determnation is such that it's not, then that woul d be
the preferred nethod of disposing of the reactor vessel.

MR BRACK: But in terns of reading the literature
here, it's ny distinct inpression that, in fact, the
reactor vessel with the internals intact can be
considered greater -- just dass C waste by averagi ng,
for exanple, in your upper head. |If you' ve got a piece
of equipment that's dass A waste, that's 197, 000
pounds, with only 7 curies. Now, that's one conponent
of the reactor vessel

Now, you go down here and | ook at the | ower core
support barrel, and you' ve got 550,000 curies in 69, 000
pounds. W take a |ook at the core shroud. W' ve got
3,169,000 curies in only 37,800 pounds.

So, if you average all this together as one reactor
vessel with internals intact, then you do have a dass C
situation, and presto, you have a new paradi gm for

decommi ssioning the reactors in this country.
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And this is a very inportant paradi gm because this
wi |l be disposal of the reactor vessel with the
internals intact as dass Cwaste. And that is inplied
in the PSDAR both fromyour facility and from
Connecti cut Yankee. So this is a whole new paradi gm
If you can pull it off, that would be quite the coup
detat in ternms of cost efficiency for deconm ssioni ng.

If there is a fudge factor here or some probl em down
in South Carolina where they change their mnd, then it
seens to me we have a situation where we've put the cart
before the horse, and, in fact, you don't really know
whether it's a horse pulling the cart, an ox pulling the
cart, or whether you have the no-horse shay here

So this raises a |lot of questions, and I do hope
you' Il have sone nore neetings with this.

So | do have other questions, but perhaps we'll |et
anot her --

MR MEISNER Is that a question? 1'd just like to
finish up by saying | think I agree with everything
you're saying, and you' ve laid out very well what the
regul atory interpretation is that's pending before the
NRC.

MR BRACK: Right. This wuld be a radical change
i n decomm ssi oning scenarios here if that can be pulled

off. The questionis, in terns of recipient states,
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this is extrenely liberal of South Carolina to be this
generous, and | think all the rate-payers in Maine will
certainly appreciate their generosity in accepting this
packet .

It does weigh 706 tons. 1Is there any question in
terns of the |icensee about noving a reactor vessel that
wei ghs 706 tons, shipping it an on barge, | would
assune, to Savannah, CGeorgia, and then by railroad
facility?

MR MEISNER  Absolutely. There will be a | ot of
questions, if the option is available to us. There
woul d have to be a lot of work done.

MR BRACK: | guess ny other question, of course, is
interns of this $83,000,379. You're getting it right
down to the dollar here, but we really don't know what
the scenario is. So perhaps you'll be able to cut the
costs here a little bit if you can pull this off, and
maybe you're low | evel waste costs will go down a little
bit. If you could do the South Carolina scenario there
with the vessel intact, do you think that woul d save
sone noney?

M5. LYNCH | just want to make clear that the
scenario in this study is segnentation. It is based on
current rates. The study itself is a study for

rate-maki ng purposes. It is not a detail ed engi neering
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plan at this point. So --

MR BRACK: So we have a cost of deconmi ssioni ng
wi t hout detail ed engi neering?

Vel I, anyway, there certainly will be a |lot of
questions in the future. WII there be any nore
meetings at all of this nature a year or two from now?

M5. LYNCH The Community Advi sory Panel has been
meeting, as we nmentioned, monthly. | don't know how
often they will continue to neet in the future. That
would be up to them But certainly it's just the kind
of forumwhere we'd |like to discuss these issues.

MR BRACK: It seens to me there will be so many
questions in the future about these various scenarios
that it would be nice to have representatives from both
the NRC and the |licensee available to answer questions
inapublic forum So, | hope that's the case. It
doesn't seemlike it will be the case, though

Thank you.

M5. LYNCH I'Il just say we've been avail abl e every
month to answer questions in a public forumdown in
W scasset, and we'll be there as |ong as people want to
ask questi ons.

MR BRACK: Wether there would be a transcript of
the questions?

SEN. KILKELLY: W have been naintaining a
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transcript of all questions that have been asked at
every neeting that staff have been attending.

MR BRACK: That's good to hear. The Gtizens --
SEN. KILKELLY: The Gtizens. And we have been
getting those answered as quickly as possible. And, as
they're answered, that information is provided at our

meet i ngs.

MR BRACK: And at the future Gtizens' neetings
will there be a representative of the NRC or the
i censee to answer sone of these questions?

SEN. KILKELLY: There are al ways peopl e there,
licensee folks there. In terns of the NRC, that woul d
be a question for them

MR BRACK: Ckay. Well, thank you very much for
letting ne speak.

SEN. KILKELLY: Qhers with questions, please,
before we start the comrent period?

Yes?

MR GRAY: Ken Gray fromWscasset. That's GRAY,

the | ast nane.

How much -- what's the cost on a cubic foot basis
for disposal of lowlevel waste in Barnwell, South
Carol i na?

M5. LYNCH | don't have that nunber in front of ne,

but maybe Jam e Mallon can hel p ne.
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MR MALLON Currently Barnwell -- ny nane is Jame
Mallon. [I'mthe radiation protection nmanager at Mine
Yankee, and | have responsibility under ne for rad
wast e.

Currently, Barnwell charges on a per-pound basis.

There are surcharge fees for access to the site, and

curie fees as well. Soit's difficult to give a single
dol l ar value per pound. |It's not on a cubic-foot basis.
MR GRAY: | guess one of ny questions would be how

does the NRC nonitor wastes going out of the plant which
actually go to landfills, possibly, or transfer
stations, possibly in Wscasset or wherever? |Is there
any nonitoring systemset up so that inadvertently some
| ow | evel waste doesn't wind up in a transfer station?
MR BELLAMY: The NRC will not be monitoring every
shi pnent of waste, as you' ve just specified. Wat we
wWill dois we will take a randomsanple. W will verify
what the licensee is doing. W wll take a | ook at
their program But basically, it's Mine Yankee's
responsibility to verify that any of the waste shi pped
offsite, specifically that goes to landfill, is
basically clean waste and is acceptable for that
pur pose.
MR GRAY: There's nothing inplenented by the State

of Maine, or anything, to handle nonitoring once it's
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off the site, itself?

SEN. KILKELLY: [Is there someone here that can
answer ?

MR VANAGS: U dis Vanags, |ast name V-AANAGS.
I"mrepresenting the Governor's O fice.

Presently we have a state inspector on-site who
works with the Division of Health Engineering. He'll be
on-site throughout the entire decommi ssioning of Mine
Yankee. One of his duties will be, and is presently,

i nspecting and nonitoring activities at the site, plus
the novenent of |owlevel waste. And that wll be
another thing we will be looking at also. That's a
point that we will be |ooking at, is nmovenent of any
type of waste to any facility, in New Jersey or
anywher e.

MR MEISNER And Janmie, would you like to briefly
descri be the process?

MR MALLON M nane again, Jamie Mallon. That's
MA-L-L-ON I'mthe radiation protecti on nanager at
Mai ne Yankee.

Currently there are extensive controls on the
nmoverrent of material fromthe radiologically controlled
side of the plant to the radiologically clean side of
the plant. W nonitor naterial noving across that

boundary to ensure that any contamnation is maintai ned
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within the radiologically controlled area. Wste from
that area goes to NRGlicensed facilities. Any material
that has been cl eared across that boundary is
radiologically clean. And that's how we control
materials fundanmentally going to landfills versus a

Bar nwel | .

MR GRAY: How nmuch vol ume of the radiol ogically
clean is going to be going to landfills? Does anyone
have any idea of the volume, percentage of the plant?
Anyone know?

MR MEISNER Well, Jame, correct me if I'mwong,
but I think for the radiologically clean material s that
have been surveyed, we don't anticipate nuch, if any,
material to go offsite. |If I msunderstood your
question, would you --

MR MALLON Could you repeat the question?

MR GRAY: Yes. For material that's radiologically
clean, has no radioactivity whatsoever, which would be
shipped to landfills or to a waste transfer station, do
you have any idea of what amount that Mine Yankee will
be shi ppi ng?

MR MALLON Are you asking about clean trash or are
you asking about in relation to the site?

MR GRAY: Broth.

MR MALLON  Again, Jame Mallon. For routine
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trash, | have no idea what volume of material |eaves the
site.

For materials generated during the deconstruction of
the facility, those figures are avail abl e through,
believe, the TLG study, and I'mnot sure if they' re
quoted in the PSDAR

That level of detail would also be conming later in
the detail ed decomm ssioning report that is due in two
years, | believe

MR MEISNER | want to make sure that we're tal ki ng
about the same thing here. Wat Jame is discussing is
the | ow | evel waste.

MR MALLON Right.

MR MEISNER The soil. For instance, contam nated
soil. That's handled nuch differently than materia
that is not contamnated and is free-rel easabl e.

Except for returning the site to a green-fielding
rating, we have no firmplans to ship off a | arge anount
of soil, if I'munderstanding your question. There's no
need to do that. Soil that is radiologically clean

MR GRAY: Wat | was speaking of are the
decontamnated itens. |Itens that have no radi oactive
point in themat this point, where they would be goi ng.
But I was just concerned whether the landfills --

anyt hing woul d be nonitored that would be going to
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landfills. That's ny main concern

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Al right. Qhers with questions?

Yes?

M5. HOLT: Maria Holt, HOL-T, Bath.

The spent fuel pool has al ways been of concern to
many of the residents. And you speak of anal yses bei ng
done. Is there any thought to strengthening that
bui I ding, not just taking care of the seals, that sort
of thing. | mean, we have an airport nearby. It nay
not be as carefully watched over as it has been, in the
years to cone.

It looks to ne as though we won't have dry-cask
storage for a while. Even if it were decided upon, we
m ght not have them-- it mght take a couple of years
or maybe longer. So that's a concern

V& have the airport nearby, and | just read an
article not too long ago that the next phase of
earthquakes will be one the East Coast. So | think the
strengthening of that pool is a concern. Al so the
wat chdoggi ng of it. There may not be, as you said, as
many expert peopl e watching over it.

MR MEISNER (One of the main reasons that we're
getting into a redesign of the spent fuel facility is to

do just what | think you re talking about, and that's to
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enhance the reliability of it and decrease the
dependence of that facility on the rest of the plant.

As far as if you're asking about airplane crashes
into the building --

M5. HOLT: It could happen. W had one within a
mle of the plant.

MR MEISNER | understand the FAA, | believe
prohibits flights over Maine Yankee for just that
reason. | guess that's the extent of ny know edge.

M5. HOLT: | was thinking of a stronger roof, that
kind of thing. Thank you. It's nmore |like a Quonset hut
than 1'd like to think

SEN. KILKELLY: Are there others w th questions?

Yes?

MR KATZ: Hello, ny nane is Fred Katz. ['mfrom
Massachusetts.

SEN. KILKELLY: Could you spell your |ast narne,
pl ease?

MR KATZ: K-AT-Z

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you.

MR KATZ: And I'mfromRowe, so this is the third
meeting of this kind that |I've been at.

But I would like to revisit the issue of stuff going
off the site, because the second of the neetings of this

kind that 1 was at was at Connecticut Yankee, and they
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di scovered there -- 1'mnot sure how they di scovered
it -- but unknown quantities of radioactive soil had
been distributed throughout the community. 1In one case,

to a place where children were. A day-care center

So that the question 1I'd ask was, do you think that
here in Mine radiol ogi cal controls can guarantee that
this didn't happen? And how, if there is no nonitoring
of materials going off the site?

MR MEISNER | think we nmust have left a
m si npressi on, because there is nonitoring of materials
before they | eave the site.

MR KATZ: Well, | nean, | think that that woul d be
the same answer | woul d have been given in account. |
think that in Connecticut they are, after all, Yankees,
just like you are, technol ogically advanced. But they
weren't able to guarantee it. And how are you going to
guarantee that it won't happen here, just as it did in
Connecti cut ?

And the quantities of contam nated naterial are
still unknown. | nean, they are asking people to report
whet her they had received contam nated materials. So
will there be a survey of the community aski ng whet her
any fill had been brought fromthe reactor into various
places in this comunity?

MR MEISNER (ne of the purposes of the site
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characterization is to understand in great detail where
contam nation nmay reside, and whether that's in the
soils or within the facility itself, in the buildings.
So that we will, on the order of five nonths, have a
very detail ed map of where that contam nation resides.
And we have no intention of taking any material out of
the site without knowing the extent to which it may or
may not be cont am nat ed.

SEN. KILKELLY: W have an answer down here, as
wel | .

MR BELLAMY: The comrent that | nade earlier that
every potential shipment of Iowlevel or clean naterial
that woul d be shi pped off-site would not be surveyed was
only neant to indicate that the NRC was not going to
survey every one of those shipnents. It was not a
statenent as to what the |licensee was going to do.

And also, I'd like to comment that yes, it is true
that there have been a neasurabl e anmount of radioactive
material identified off-site at Connecticut Yankee.

That has to date only been identified in one | ocation.
And the anount of radioactive material that was neasured
was two to three orders of magnitude bel ow what woul d be
rel easeable for unrestricted use based on today's

regul atory criteria.

SEN. KILKELLY: Yes?
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MR MAYHEW |'m M ke Mayhew from Boot hbay Har bor.

I'mecurious about the fact that the cost of
decommi ssi oni ng, whi ch obvi ously many people are quite
skeptical of your number that you presented today. It
i s considerably conservative conpared to what nost
peopl e believe the actual cost of decomm ssioning is.
And yet, it is approxi nately 50% hi gher than the
official nunber three years ago

M/ question is does that nmake you enbarrassed froma
pr of essi onal standpoint to cone up and straightfaced --
I mean, a nustache helps a little bit with a straight
face, but can you, in your clear conscience, say three
years fromnow that you won't be off a factor of 50%
I"mgiving you 50% nore in this new nunber

Do you honestly believe, in your own professiona
ability, that you' Il be w thin 50% of your three years
from now proj ection?

And in what -- that's one question, and I'll let you
answer that before I ask you ny next one.

M5. LYNCH I'Il answer it, even though I don't have
a nmustache. [1'Il try to do it with a straight face

The last study that we did in 1993 determ ned that
it would cost $316 mllion in 1993 dollars to
decommi ssion the plant. That study, if you inflate to

1997 dollars, would translate to $377 mllion. The
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nunbers that | put up earlier -- and | didn't
unfortunately bring a copy with me -- but | think it was
$380 mllion to decomm ssion, dismantle the plant and
restore the site. There's another -- | was right, $380
mllion. There's another $128 mllion included, in
addition, which is directly the cost of the federa
governnent's failure to take the waste.

So, I'd like to point out that the Mine Yankee
study is not that different than the one that we did in
1993. And these nunbers will change, | know that,
because we haven't done the site characterization. But
it is a good, solid estimate, and | have a hi gh degree
of confidence init. And it was done by the person
who's probably the nost highly regarded expert in this
area and the nation

So, | think, just to put it in perspective, it is
very close to the '93 nunbers, absent the governnent's
nonperformance. And those were nunbers that we didn't
look at in 1993. W did not anticipate this additiona
I ength of storage and the need for dry casks.

MR MAYHEW | nean, | think a ot of the
credibility has to do with the fact that you didn't
anti ci pate the DCE havi ng probl ens taking your waste.

But ny other -- ny other question has to do with the

fact, on your bullets on your deconmi ssioning m ssion
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the cost-effective -- cost-effectively is your second
bullet. Are we talking life-cycle costs? Wat is
cost-effective. And what is -- are you | ooking at
societal costs? And | think that is extremely inportant
inacomunity, in a state that is so heavily dependent
on tourist noney, on the marine aquacul ture industry,
and everything that's associated with this.

Cost-effectively, to me, means that you had better
be | ooking at the absolute safest -- whatever the first
cost, because the life-cycle cost is going to be the
| onest and your risk is going to be the | onest.

And you may -- and that's what |' mwonderi ng
Cost-effectively, what does that mean?

M5. LYNCH Those bullets in our mission was to
decommi ssion the plant safely and cost-effectively. For
Mai ne Yankee, that nmeans first and forenost safety.
Secondly, cost-effectively.

Very sinply, we don't want to waste noney.

MR MAYHEW Are you |looking at life-cycle costs,
are you | ooking at societal costs?

M5. LYNCH W are |ooking, very sinply, in layman's
terns, cost-effectively, not wasting noney.

[f | can finish answering the question, it is in
Mai ne Yankee's interest to do the best possible job we

can, because the NRCwill not permt a release of the
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site, will not relieve us of our financial obligations,
until we clean it up. So that's what we nean.
I[t's not in fancy econom st terns, but sinply in
pl ai n-spoken do the best job you can for the | east
amount of noney, with safety as your highest priority.
SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you.

What we'd like to do nowis take a short break in

order to nove the projector. W'Ill take a break for
about five mnutes, and then we'll be back for comments.
(Recess.)

SEN. KILKELLY: Before we get into the comrent
period, just to renmind people, witten comments are
bei ng accepted. You don't have to present themorally.
There will be alimt of approximately five mnutes for
each presenter, and 1'll give you a one-m nute warni ng
so that everybody will have a chance too speak. And
there is a list of people that have signed up to speak.

First, I'd like to recogni ze Don Hudson. Don, you
had a question that you wanted to ask?

MR HUDSON M nane is Don Hudson, HUD S ON |
live in Arrowsic, Maine.

The question | have is really asking -- it's a point
of clarification. Wen we talk about termnating a
license, we're tal king about termnating a power

l'icense. Could soneone just give me a capsule of the
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license that will be in place so long as there are fue
rods on the site, which may be as long as 18 years. At
| east projected nowto be at |east 18 years after the
last of the materials other than those have been
renoved?

MR WEBB: Right now, as you indicated, Mine Yankee
has what we've referred to as a Part 50 |icense, or a
reactor license. Wen they nove the fuel into an
i ndependent spent-fuel storage installation, if that's
what they choose to do, we have a separate section of
the regulations called Part 72. It's an independent
spent-fuel storage installation, and it describes many
of the same types of prograns -- well, simlar prograns
for reactors; that is, the security, energency planning,
qual ity assurance, and various other regul atory
requirenents that are inposed upon them

And again, it's an NRC |icense that they woul d
retain until such tinme as the fuel had been noved off
the site, and essentially is when the Departnent of
Energy took responsibility for that -- or took ownership
for that fuel

SEN. KILKELLY: kay. Fromthe sign-in sheet, the
first speaker is John Chester from Wscasset.

MR CHESTER (ood evening, |adies and gentl emen

M/ nanme is John Chester, GHEST-EEFR |'ma resident
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of Wscasset, have been for 45 years.

Madam Chai r person, the Honorabl e State Senator Marge
Kilkelly, I ask that you entertain taking ny paper here
tonight later and have it entered into the officia
record of the Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssion notes for
t he eveni ng.

| thought that you ought to hear just a little bit
about a Community Advisory Panel nenber; who is this
person, she or he, who makes up our Community Advisory
Panel with Maine Yankee.

It's alittle bit different tonight. It's alittle
bit more informative, of the actual people who have the
responsibility of our town. Qur town here is alittle
over 3,500 people, 1,700 hones. M children, ny four
young children graduated fromthis school right here. I
was a proud dad. M wife's a registered nurse. And I'm
part of this comunity by the very flesh and bl ood of
the town here.

| love ny State of Maine and | like this town, or |
woul dn't be living here. 1 like the clamdiggers, the
wor mt di ggers, the | awers, the educators, the John Doe
on the street.

[''mnot an expert in anything. [|'ma know edgeabl e
person, well read. 1've had 37 years in safety, and

was very pleased to spend 21 of those years with the
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Mai ne State Police, and that and a nickel will get you a
cup of coffee

['ve spent quite a few years as an occupati onal
safety and health specialist and a radiation safety
officer at Brunswick Naval Air Station. M work at
Brunswi ck Naval Air Station in safety and health took ne
to bases in Portugal, Central America, and on the
Atlantic coastal areas.

An expert is only a person who thinks he knows nore
than others. M secret to success and life, | guess, is
I"'mwilling to listen and | earn

| came down here to this Mine Yankee group with an
open mind, willing to listen to these fol ks and see what
they had to say. |'minterested in not having any
serious accident occur in ny town and have the fol ks
i njured here.

| call an ace an ace when | see it, and | don't hide
a damm thing, and | don't intend to.

For the past two nonths the Mai ne Community Advisory
Panel , of which | a nenber, has been neeting with the
Mai ne Yankee adm ni strators and techni cal support staff
menbers to do what? To establish an enhance open
comuni cations, public invol venment, and obtain training
and education on Mi ne Yankee deconm ssioning i ssues.

W have |istened to citizen comments and have been
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given excellent instruction in that two nonths period of
time, and informati on on the planned process of the
Post - Shut down Decormi ssioni ng Activity Report.

| think it's an education. You ought to see ny
house. The dining roomis |oaded with manual s and
papers and docurents, and | study every bl asted one of
them | study themand read them and underline themin
yellow, and try to becone famliar with the serious
parts of this issue. | take the Community Advisory
Counci | very, very seriously.

During this time period, the Mine Yankee staff
provi ded panel nenbers with a huge anmount of documents
and technical information covering a w de area of
activities, both directly and associated with the
pl anned ongoi ng deconm ssi oni ng functi oni ngs at Mi ne
Yankee. They have provided ne and ny fell ow nmenbers
with a clear overview of the full spectrum of operations
that is nost infornative and educati onal

Mai ne Yankee takes the tine and effort to answer
citizens and panel menbers' questions and concerns in an
honest, expedi ent approach. They encourage pane
participation and public coment.

| find the Maine Yankee Gtizen Advisory Panel, CAP
to be highly notivated. It's an interested, harnonious

group. They're really trying to do a good job on the
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decommi ssi oni ng.

The panel has benefitted fromthe outstandi ng
| eadershi p of our chairperson, State Senator Marge
Kilkelly, a nuts and bolts person, right on the street.
She knows what's going on and she'll speak up and be
fair to all participants that nmeet before our conmttee.

Recogni zing the fact that in the State of Maine in
the past 40 years there are approxinately 200 persons a
year killed on Maine highways. That's 8,000 peopl e.
That's a small community wiped out. | don't want one
person hurt or seriously injured at Maine Yankee during
this deconmm ssioning process. | want it to be a safe,
econom cal, and gosh darn good deconmi ssi oni ng.

And | think it can be if we have the patience and
tolerance to listen to our fell ow people that we work
with every day, and try to do our best.

| amproud to be a nenber of the Mine Yankee
Gtizen Advisory Panel. It has been beneficial to al
of us, including Miine Yankee, Wscasset residents, and
the surrounding towns. | amsure that the
decommi ssi oni ng project can be carried out safely and
successfully to the benefit of all concerned.

I thank you for your attention and time.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you, John

Al right, the next speaker is H Brack. |
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apol ogize if | don't get nanes right.

MR BRACK: Yes, H G Brack. And | just have a few
nmore questions in regards to what | was speaki ng of
before.

In | ooking at the Maine Yankee reactor vesse
i nventory here, we have these two options, site the
reactor vessel with the internals intact or segment out
the internals. And just for the record, the reactor
vessel inventory which Udis published in 1992 in his
study for radioactive wastes froma TLG deconm ssi oni ng
report that was given to the |licensee, your greater than
A ass C wastes wei gh 50 tons.

So, if you segment out the greater than dass C
wastes in the decomm ssioning scenario, that will |eave
a reactor vessel package for South Carolina running
around 656 tons. And again, |ooking at the reactor
vessel inventory here, the dass C wastes run around
120,000 curies in the reactor vessel and sone of the
component s.

Now, |'mnot clear whether sonmething |ike the
thermal shields, whichis listed here as dass C waste,
woul d that be segmented out, too? That's 93,000 curi es.
And maybe that woul d explain the difference between the
Yankee Rowe figures here that Debbie Katz has brought,

where it was about 4,500 curies when they sited the
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vessel. | would assune, then, they nust have segnented
out the thermal shields and al so, perhaps, the fue
alignnent plate, which runs at Mai ne Yankee, 14, 382
curies. And this is at two years cooling.

So, interns of all this material here that we're
dealing with, we often see that the | owlevel wastes are
di scussed in the press as boots and gl oves, and this
sort of thing, when, in fact, when we take a | ook at
what m ght be going to Barnwell or to Texas, the dass C
wastes are running into the 100, 000 curies or 120, 000
curies here, whether they're in the reactor vessel or
whet her they're transported separately.

Now, in corresponding with Mary Ann Lynch severa
years ago about using Texas to accept these 100
shipnents of greater than dass C waste, as it was
listed here in this old 1987 inventory, she indicated to
me that no, they would not take dass C wastes --
greater than dass Cwastes in this fornat.

And this old format, | might remind everyone at this
meeting, was to segnent out these -- the |owest core
support barrel, the core shroud and the support plate,
and then to cut themup and divide theminto 100
shipnents. | would assune they were mxed with dass A
waste to nmeet the transport regul ations, and so forth

So this is no longer a possibility in Texas.
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However, we do have South Carolina here, where it is a
possibility. But | would point out that this Barnwel l
facility really exists at the pleasure of the state

| egislature in South Carolina. Apparently, the |ast
tinme it was voted in was only by two votes.

So it strikes me -- 1'd just like to nmake the
coment that the South Carolina facility is certainly
the Achilles heel here of the decommi ssioning process.

If South Carolina doesn't pan out here and is not
avai l able to receive the reactor vessel inits entirety
or with the reactor internals segnmented out, then
think that nost of your cost estimates are going to go
by the board here and we'll have a nmuch greater del ay.

Because it seens to ne that the Texas facility,
thi nk, which is now obsol ete, wouldn't, first of all
have the amount of cubic footage.

Isn't there alimtation on Texas of 150,000 cubic
feet? Is that right, Steve? At the lowlevel waste
site in Texas? The Conpact will only allow 150, 000
cubic feet?

SEN. KILKELLY: W're not going to be able to do
questions back and forth that way. |If you have a
question, then we'll try to get it answered. But the
transcription --

MR BRACK: Ckay. Well, 1'd just like to raise that
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question. But the Texas Conpact may not answer your
needs to get rid of all of the wastes here that woul d be
generated i n the deconmm ssi oni ng process, and certainly
not the GICC wast es.

['minpressed by the fact that your |ow costs
here -- and | consider $508 mllion a low figure --
woul d include segnenting out the GICC wastes, and then
di sposing of that with the spent fuel. Presumably
you' Il have to buy a few nore dry casks.

And | al so have anot her question about the dry cask
scenario. |Is there a difference between just a dry cask
and the multi-purpose canister that woul d have the
overpack. Isn't it alittle bit nore expensive for a
mul ti-purpose canister? But then again, isn't the
mul ti - purpose cani ster the ideal piece of equiprent to
use for your independent spent-fuel storage
installation, so then it wuld be available to -- you'd
put it into your parking lot for a few years and then
ship it right out without changing your -- changi ng your
contai nment for the spent fuel

And it seenmed to ne that a while back the estinates
were runni ng about $800, 000 for MPC unit, and you were
going to need 100 of them Now you'll need |ess because
you' ve cl osed early.

So, I"'mnot really clear on how accurate these cost
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estinates are that you' ve given out tonight. But, on
the other hand, we'll have a decade or so to look at it
and see how it cones out.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you very much

The next person on the list is Debbie Katz.

M5. KATZZ H. M nane is Debbie Katz. | think a
nunber of the people fromthe NRC know nme and have seen
me around, but a lot of the people around here don't
know ne. |I'mfrom Rowe, Massachusetts, and |I'mthe
president of the Gtizens Awareness Network.

V& are a grass-roots organi zati on of approxinately
1,200 people. W're all volunteers. W have about 45
vol unteers, and we're in Connecticut, Massachusetts,
Vernont and New Hanpshire.

And I"'mhere to tell a cautionary tail, because our
comunity went through the decomm ssioning that you're
about to get. And we called that deconm ssioning dirty,
cheap and illegal. And we took the NRCto court over
thi s deconmm ssioning, and the NRC was found to be
arbitrary, capricious and utterly irrational in allow ng
the reactor in Rowe to decomm ssion

And we believe, in fact, that this reactor will be
decommi ssi oned under an arbitrary, capricious and
irrational rule, which is dangerous to the public and to

the workers and to the environnent.
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Now, why shouldn't they just strip the site and get
everything out of here and nake it easy on all of us? |
live four mles fromthe Rowe reactor. | have two
children. | have good reason to want all of that waste
out of ny community.

V& have an epidem c of disease in our community that
is, infact, related to the reactor dunping in our river
for 31 years. And if there's enough time, | nay get to
that. But we have statistical significance in breast
cancer, non-Hodgki ns |ynphona, we have a tenfold
i ncrease in Down's syndrore.

So ny concern is to come here to talk about this for
very serious reasons, not just to make it hard on
anyone.

V¢ believe that the NRC has to keep control of
decommi ssioning. And, in fact, what they've set up with
this with this newrule is a situation in which they
leave it up to the reactor to nonitor itself. And we
bel i eved at Rowe, which was one of the best run reactors
inthe country, it didn't work out and was a bad i dea.
And at Maine Yankee and Connecticut, which are not the
best run reactors in the country, this becones an even
nmore dangerous situation in which reactors will be, in
fact, in charge of determning how effective a job they

are doi ng.
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VW are grateful that the NRC has decided, in fact,
to keep a resident NRC inspector on-site.

(One of our concerns in this process is that what the
NRC has done is nmake it inpossible for people to get a
hearing on the deconm ssioning process. Now, they have
meetings like this, one or two, and then they go ahead
and they let the reactor do what it wants. And they do
set up a decommi ssioni ng board now at different reactor
sites. But the ability for the citizens to actually
question what takes place and have a cross-exam hation
and be able to l ook at the records of the utility has
now been barred and is inpossible for citizens to do
ever again if this rule is naintained.

One of the things that we found, in fact, because we
won that lawsuit, and the NRC was, in fact, forced to
give us a hearing or go through the process of giving us
a hearing, was how much workers were exposed during
decommi ssi oni ng; how dangerous, in fact, the process
was; and how unnecessary and experi nental sone of what
t ook pl ace was.

One of the things that M. -- | think it's
M. Brack, was raising about the issue of what to do
with the internals is a very serious issue in terns of
wor ker exposure; because what's said again and again is

that decomm ssioning is no big deal. And yet, the nost
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important thing in decomm ssioning is radiol ogi ca
control. Radiological control. Because it all involves
exposure to workers.

And the issue of what took place at Rowe was, in
fact, the cutting up of a mllion curie baffle in which
wor kers were unnecessarily exposed, the contai nnent
sphere had to be repeatedly evacuated, hot particles
were rel eased throughout the reactor. And all of this
was unnecessary, because if it had stayed on-site for 30
years, the anount of radioactive waste that woul d have
had to be taken away fromthe site woul d have been
decreased by one order of nagnitude; from 140,000 curies
to 14,000 curies. That's a very big difference. It
m ni m zes exposure to workers and the public.

The whol e i ssue of questioning this is terribly
i mportant.

| want to leave with one snall note, which is | have
gone to Barnwell, South Carolina. And | want you to
under stand people in South Carolina, outside of that
smal |l community that is too intimdated to tal k about
it, don't want your waste. They have a leak of tritium
on-site that is naking its way down to the single-source
aquifer for the site, and the cutting edge of waste
technology in Arerica is to dunp it in a lined or

unlined pit.
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Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you. The next speaker is
Frederi ck Kat z.

MR KATZ: 1'Il pass.

SEN. KILKELLY: kay. The next speaker is Joe
Gant.

MR GRANT: Good evening. |I'mJoe Gant, GRANT.
I"'mfromWscasset, and |I'mrepresenting nyself and ny
famly, and I'd like to think the citizens of Wscasset
and the rate-payers and citizens of Mine.

| live very near the plant, less than a mle from
the plant, with ny wife and five-year-old daughter. |
can see it fromny hore.

| also work at Maine Yankee, but |'mnot here
representing Maine Yankee. |'mrepresenting nyself.
I"ve lived in Maine for many, nany years before Mine
Yankee came here, and | hope to |live here many, nany
years afterwards.

To ne, one of the paramount concerns of
decommi ssioning is safety and, of course, efficiency.
And 1've done a little research on safety. And you try
to quantify what real ask is. And one of the things I
did, I went on the Internet and | |ooked up deaths. |
found that 86,000 people died fromvehicle deaths in the

United States every year, 12,000 died fromfalls, 4,000
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died fromfires, 3,500 people drowned, 1,400 died from
bi cycl e acci dents, we had 570 train deaths, we had 162
lightning deaths. | couldn't find nucl ear power in
there at all.

| took a look at the environnental statistics and
found that we had 2,300 deaths in three Maine cities per
year due to air pollution

So, what we're really tal king about, in essence, is
real nmothers and fathers, sons and daughters dying. But
I still couldn't find anything under nucl ear power.

So | | ooked at the WASH 1400 Reactor Safety Study.
It's al so known as the Rasmussen Report. It's a
conpr ehensi ve, well-known report. |It's quite avail able.
And to look at the kind of risk, I found that conpared
to the risk of an operating nucl ear power plant, | have
10,000 tinmes as much risk of air crashes, 10,000 tines
as much risk as dying in a fire, 10,000 times the risk
of dying in a hurricane or a natural disaster, such as
an earthquake. | have 1,000 times nmore risk in getting
hit by an airplane while |I'mstandi ng on the ground.

The only thing | could find in the WASH Report t hat
was roughly conparable to the risk of death due to a
nucl ear reactor was getting hit by a neteorite.

Vell, | |looked at our operating. W used to operate

at 2700 MA, which is about 3.6 mllion horsepower, and
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now we're down to just over 1 MN¥. So we've had a huge
reduction in risk just due to the fact that fuel has
decayed of f, we've lost nost of the radionuclides, we
don't have much energy to get rid of.

So now I'mlooking at a risk to nyself and ny famly
probably of 100 tines greater of getting hit by a
meteorite. So I'mpretty satisfied with that.

So, then let's tal k about decomm ssioning. You
know, | am convinced, as a nei ghbor of the plant, that
the company is really coomtted to a safe and effective
decommi ssi oning. Maine Yankee, we still are subject to
all of the rules and regul ations of the NRC. And these
buys are not going to back off. And, as a nei ghbor,
expect themto hold us to the high standard they' ve
al ways hel d us to.

Second, Maine Yankee has a strong nmanagenent team
and it's still run by Entergy. And we are talking a
different group there now And they will be here at
least for a certain amount of tine. And these guys are
doi ng a good j ob.

What | see, as an enployee, is we're still conmtted
to inproving our prograns and our nmanagement. V¢'ve put
sonme new prograns together: managenent devel opnent
prograns; a new appraisal program we're |ooking at

i mprovi ng some of our process; we're putting through
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quality action teans, which is an Entergy idea; we're
going to inprove our corrective action program our
schedul i ng process; and budgeting. Al of this is going
to hel p us have a safer deconmm ssi oni ng.

In closing, it is essential that all these groups
wor k together to make decomnm ssioni ng safe and
efficient. | hope there is real honesty in the process.
It would be a great service to the rate-payers and the
citizens of Maine to get this site restored as safely
and qui ckly as possi bl e.

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you

The next speaker is -- I'msorry, it's either Jen or
Joe Block. Sorry.

MR BLOCK: That's Jon, J-ON short for Jonathan

SEN. KILKELLY: kay.

MR BLOCK: | represent Citizens Awareness Network,
Friends of the Coast Qpposing Nuclear Pollution, the
Nucl ear Information Resource Service, and, on an
occasi onal basis, the New England Coalition on Nucl ear
Pol | uti on.

I've been invited up here by Friends of the Coast
because |'ve done sone work for themin the past.
They're also aware of the fact that 1've been invol ved

in one way or another legally in decomm ssioning the
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Rowe pl ant, in decommi ssioning the Connecticut Yankee
plant, and I have an observation, after |ooking at the
PSDAR submtted in this case.

I think you shoul d congratul ate yourselves that it's
almost twice as long as the one in Connecticut. That's
a real achievenent.

Conpared with what was done at Yankee Rowe, though,
you're weighing in pretty light. You had sonewhere on
the order of 900-plus pages of studies that were
gener at ed before deconm ssi oni ng took place at that
pl ant .

And | want to say on the record to the NRC t hat
believe just as there is no substitute for that kind of
activity and attention and detail in what you' re doing
now, there is no substitute here in the process that
you're providing to the public.

Wiile this is very nice for people to be able to
conme and nake their comments and to ventilate, and it's
very nice for the licensee and sites, at its option, to
offer advisory panels, it's not the sane as having a
public formal process in which information can be
cross-exam ned and which the public is entitled to
demand to see records and to have its experts exani ne
what information is put out by the licensee and by the

agency.

THE REPORTI NG GROUP
(207) 781-3728



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

88

It is also no substitute to have the |icensee turn
out a 10- or 20-page outline, conpared with what was
required in the past.

Finally, an observation. Wen we were down at
Connecti cut Yankee at their PSDAR meeting, | mentioned
to the then project director, when he said that
according to his cal culations the 90-day period for
comencenent of activity would be fromthe day that the
PSDAR appeared in your fax machi nes at NRC headquarters.
And | said, no, it's when it appears in the Federa
Regi ster.

And | say it again. That is public notice, not when
you get it and open the envelope in your office. And I
thi nk you shoul d consi der that and you shoul d consi der
maki ng that a stable part of your cal cul ation. Because
it's a reasonable thing, and it's al so sonethi ng that
historically has been taken as the way in which public
notice is given. Publication in the Federal Register
mar ks public notice.

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you very much

Raynmond Shadi s?

MR SHADIS: That last nane is SHADI-S

VW get hung up on process here. But Marge, we've

got a situation here where we're going to expend $508
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mllion on the short side. | wll bet M. Misner a
| obster dinner that when it's over it will be closer to
a billion dollars.

VW' re going to undertake a process here that's going
toroll on for 7, 8, 10, 12 years, whatever -- damm near
a decade, and we are permtted five mnutes for public
coment .

Now, | understand that we can submt witten
coment, but we have done that with NRC. And really, we
coul d save the postage and just file our comrents in the
wast ebasket .

Here's a letter | have fromthe NRC. It's dated
Cctober 21, 1997:

Dear M. Shadis:

This letter is in regard to concerns you brought to
the attention of the NRC on February 4, 1997, at a
Conmm ssi on meeting. As you probably know, the |icensee
has decided not to restart the Maine Yankee facility.

On this basis, we are evaluating the concerns to
determine future review activities. W will informyou
of that decision soon

Cene Lee, Senior Allegations Coordinator, Ofice of
Very Slow Turtles, apparently.

Now, I'mgoing to tell you that we've been invited

to do the 2.206 process. The 2.206 process is a
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usel ess, virtually usel ess process.

Bet ween 1985 and 1992, when UCS, the Union of
Concerned Scientists, published a report on that
process, NRC granted the petitioners their way in the
2.206 process exactly zero tines.

Wre they a bunch of radical anti-nuclear freaks?

The State of Massachusetts, for exanple, wanted to
have a public review of safety issues at the Pilgrim
Nucl ear Power Station, and NRC held them at bay unti
they could cone to sone kind of agreement with the
licensee. That's the State of Mssachusetts.

Do you think that we citizenry are going to get the
respect that the state of Massachusetts got? | don't
think so. W won't even get that nuch

And therefore, our only opportunity to deal with

this decade-1ong, probably billion dollar process, wth
effects that will last 500 years on this coast, is in
this five mnutes. | don't think it's adequate.

| don't know how any rational person can say that to
conme up here and stunp for nucl ear power or say what a
great town we have or wonderful -- what are we called --
Communi ty Advi sory Panel we have is in any way
contributing to taking this issue apart. And the issue

i s the adequacy and the rel evance and the accuracy of
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t he PSDAR

That docurment is premature and it is inconplete.
NRC requires that that document tell them an
approxi mati on of costs and give thema schedul e and
refer to environnental inpacts. WlIl, the NRC does not
have enough information in the PSDAR to accept it.

The licensee, which is a wonderful conpany -- we al
know that -- the |licensee does not know if they' re going
to tear the reactor vessel apart into sections like a
grapefruit. They don't knowif they're going to try to
bury it wholesale with the internals intact or not.

You cannot tell ne that the doses all equal out.
And doses nmean noney, and we know that. It nmeans extra
workers. It neans nore peopl e taking a cunul ati ve dose.

The |icensee does not know if they are going to
mai ntain the spent fuel pool or if they are going to
bring in the 130 ton cylinders, about 60 of them
guess it is, and those things are not cheap

They don't have a clue whether they're going to do
one activity or another. How, then, can they begin to
estimate costs w thout even a w de variation in costs.
They didn't say it's going to cost between 500 and 700
mllion. There's no leeway there. 1It's |like one cost.
This is it. | don't think so. It does not nmake sense

Site characterization is the big i ssue down at
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Connecti cut Yankee. Now they have a problemin their
estinate as to whether or not they' re really covering
$100 mllion worth of earth renoval. That's a big chunk
of change. It's a big scheduling factor. 1It's a big
envi ronnment al factor

Mai ne Yankee started their site characterization
this week. They have not got a clue what they are going
tofind in site characterization

So we're left with a docunent that is not only
shallowin the sense that it is 18 pages to cover a
decade's worth of work and at least a half a billion
dollars, but it's also a docunent that's inconplete.

I've got probably 30 pages of notes here. And if
the process is intended to keep it fromthe public, then
the process is successful

['Il give you one last little note. Maine Yankee
has made a point of saying it's near Wscasset Airport
and only light airport fly overhead. Well, dam near
every day, P-3 Orions, this aircraft, from Brunsw ck
Naval Air Station, fly up and down the Sheepscot R ver
and they use it to line their planes up so they can go
on submarine patrol. | don't know what they carry, but
when they have a full |oad they wei gh 66,000 pounds.
And they chug al ong at about 250 nmile-an-hour, and |'ve

seen themflying at 300 feet.
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Those pl anes are so constructed that they can carry
Harpoon air-to-sea mssiles. Those are nuclear-tipped
mssiles. 1'd hate like hell to see one of those things
fall into Maine Yankee.

And | do wish that the conpany would talk to
Brunswi ck Naval Air Station to see if we can get the P-3
Cions and the junbo refueling jets that also fly up and
down the river to take a different course

Thanks for the five mnutes. And really and truly,
NRC, in respect to the way this hearing is run, thanks
for not hing.

SEN  KILKELLY: Ann D. Burt?

M5. BURT: That's BURT. M nanme is Ann D. Burt,
and | live in Edgeconb, two mles fromthe plant.

And 1I'mvery concerned about process, as M. Shadis
spoke, as well. According to the dates that we were
gi ven toni ght, Mine Yankee coul d begi n maj or
decommi ssioning activities on Novenber 25th. It's only
19 days fromtonight.

I want to ask the NRC how you can possi bly take the
coments that we are nmaking tonight, the input -- and it
has been citizens, it's been whistleblowers, and it has
been conpany enpl oyees who have found serious probl ens
over the years at the plant. How you can possibly take

into serious consideration conments that we are maki ng
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and to allow Mai ne Yankee to go forward with their
decommi ssi oni ng.

Ray tal ked about the fact that we have yet to get a
response to a 2.206 petition that we subnitted nearly
two years ago.

| guess | wonder, does the public really have any
power. And also, we've heard from-- we know that there
is a dtizens Advisory Panel that's been raised, and --
that has been formed, and that they are continuing to
meet, and that the public can cone to that. |If they
rai se concerns during this process over the next ten
years, will the decommissioning plan -- will it be
changed if we find problens with it? WII there be
changes? That's basically ny concerns.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you.

Kris Christine?

M5. CHRISTINE: |'ve already spoken.

SEN. KILKELLY: Al set?

M chael Mayhew?

MR MAYHEW |'m M chael Mayhew, M A-Y-H E-W

I''ma professional engineer and energy consultant.
| have worked for the two major electric utilities in
the state. I'mecurrently working for the other major
utility in the state as an energy consul tant.

| grew up being very technically oriented. | was
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all for the breeder reactor technol ogy and fusion and
all of the great hopes of the sixties. But we realized
we had sone problens, and things did not pan out |ike we
had hoped.

The spent fuel that DCE was going to take back and
feed the breeder reactors was -- it didn't happen. And
we've known for a long time it wasn't going to happen
It wasn't three nonths ago that, all of a sudden, the
Department of Energy wasn't going to be able to take the
nucl ear fuel fromthe reactor

[t wasn't that many years ago that Sebago Lake
| ooked like the best place in the United States to stick
the spent fuel, underneath the aquifer for the Geater
Portl and water supply. And we fought very hard to keep
that, and | think that naybe gave the peopl e of Mine an
i dea of what to expect out of federal |eadership from
Washi ngton. You know, so the source for the State of
Maine's largest city is threatened with this nucl ear
st or age.

But | really ama lot nore than an engi neer. That

is just ny profession. | have a famly that means much
nmore to ne than that. There is -- | have four children
that are living. | have one who isn't witten as a

nucl ear death, and he may or nmay not have anything to do

withit.
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QG egory, who died five years ago, was six days ol d,
and he died with a congenital heart problem And
because we live five mles fromthe plant, was it
prudent of me living there when | know there are sone
techni cal problens? Maybe not. Two nonths |ater,
packed the famly up and I nmoved 100 mles away, and
I've been there until we shut down the plant again. And
' m back.

And ny famly has lived in Maine for generations.

G egorys are descendants of the Native Anmericans, who
lived here. And you know, the Barters -- he's a Barter
fromBarter's Island, just down the river from Mine
Yankee.

And it's a shame to force the people of Maine to
| eave an area because they don't feel it's prudent with
the risks. And if you are | ooking at risks, we shoul d
not be tal king about what is the cost of shutting down
the plant tonorrow, it's what is the societal costs.
And Maine is a lot nmore than a nucl ear generating
facility that runs night and day dunpi ng out power. And
that | egacy is over, but now we've got the spent fue
and let's |ook at how we can take care of it as safely
as possible. And the first cost isn't the issue. And
those $200 mllion or $120 nillion, or whatever the

nunber that changed the |last three nonths, we know
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that's -- whatever the final anmount is, it's not that
nunber. And whatever nunber you put it on, it's
probably wong today. But it's a very |arge nunber.

And the biggest thing is the credibility of the
managenent of the plant has been in question. It was
not operated safely. | hope the NRCis going to keep
their thunb on this, because | don't think nyself and a
lot of people in the area feel real confortable with
t hi ngs bei ng based on a first-cost issue.

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you.

M ke McConnel | ?

MR MCONNELL: H, ny nanme is Mke MConnell from
Boot hbay.

I think you know ny concern i s overboard di schar ge.
This, | hope, doesn't tie in with what M chael was just
tal ki ng about .

A week ago or so | had a conversation with a Mine
Yankee engineer. | confirned it with sone state
officials. That in the past, some years past,
radi oactive particul ates specific to Mine Yankee have
been found in |l obsters in the Sheepscot River.

When you | ook at ny baseball CAP, you'll see that I
deal with lobsters. | lobster in the Sheepscot. | give

| obsters fromthe Sheepscot to ny friends. That doesn't
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make me feel good, know ng a week ago now, that all the
| obsters that | have given to friends, sold and gone
el sewhere may have had parti cul at es.

These particul ates that were found were under |ega
limts, so, according to the federal regulations, and
everything, it's just fine. Except if one of those
radi oactive particles | odge against a cell in sonmeone's
body and a disintegration breaks a DNA code of one cell
you can have a cancer. That bothers ne a |lot.

The operational water on-site in the reactor water
storage tank, in the steamgenerators, in the test
tanks, has all that been rel eased? That's a question
for sonmeone in Mine Yankee.

SEN. KILKELLY: We'll be -- this is the comrent
period, so we'll be doing questions and getting those
questions responded to.

So the question is has that water been rel eased
that's in the hol di ng tank?

MR MCONNELL: Well, | should end right now,
because |I've got a bunch of questions.

SEN. KILKELLY: Then just -- | mean, putting themon
the record will get them answered.

MR MCONNELL: Ckay. | want to know if the 300- to
400, 000 gal l ons of radioactive water, liquid on-site,

has been dunped.
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I want to know, once the deconm ssioni ng process
begins -- | have a feeling there won't be anynore
tritium produced, but I'mnot sure, because the plant
isn't operational. So it will just be fission products
and particulates, | think, fromthe piping and reactor

and cl ean-down, and all that, that will be dunped

overboard. | was wondering about that.
And what the daily or annual limts, the anount of
curies that's accepted. |Is that done on a yearly basis,

daily basis, monthly basis? Wat's the upper linits
that can be dunped overboard?

I want to know whi ch people are responsible for the
dunpi ng? In other words, if the contractor comes in,
cuts up the plant, and creates a lot of water, and if
they decide to dunp this overboard, when they turn the
valves to dunp it overboard, is it Mine Yankee bei ng
responsi ble for that or is it the contractor?

Is there going to be -- at each dunping into the
river, is there going to be an inspector on-site? NRC
guy, state guy, whatever?

Anot her question about the chemcals. It says in
the PSDAR that the interior surfaces of piping systens
can be contam nated using various chem cal solutions.
Whi ch chem cal s are they?

The objectives of the decontam nation effort are
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twofold; first, to reduce the radiation |evels. Wen
they've got this radioactive liquid with the chem cal s,
are they going to separate the chemcals fromthe

radi oactivity and dunp it overboard, or dunp it all
over boar d?

Second, clean such naterial as to -- as if possible
unrestricted use | evel s per disposal as sal vage, which
means they can take it to a local landfill, piping.
want to know which | ocal dunps have been designated to
accept so-called clean sal vage and which guy is going to
monitor that. And once it |eaves the site, the state
needs to nonitor that, because if it's been radioactive
once, cleaned, we need verification that when it goes to
that landfill that it really is.

The last part I've got is in the sanpling of the
mud-flats. | was readi ng sone environmental reports
that in the early years of Maine Yankee there was a | ot
of radioactive sediment. In a later sanpling, they went
down deep and they found sone nore, but they figured it
was fromthe early dunpings, so they began to take
sanpl es that weren't as deep in the sedinent. | want to
know at what |evels Duratek was sanpling the mud-fl ats.

That's all.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you very much

Ken G ay?
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MR GRAY: 1'Il pass.

SEN. KILKELLY: Ckay. John Hasl eton.

MR HASLETON: 1'Ill pass.

SEN. KILKELLY: Ckay. A Capristo.

MR CAPRISTO (ood evening. M name is A
Capristo, GAP-RI-ST-Q |I'ma Wscasset resident and
a Mai ne Yankee enpl oyee, and tonight |I'mhere
representing nyself.

Li ke many residents of this community and |ike many
enpl oyees of the plant, | was very sad to see the
deci sion to shut the plant down early; but,
unfortunately, we all nmove on fromthat.

I, like hundreds of professionals that I work with,
i ncluding the NRC i nspector and the state inspector at
the site, set our sights every day on doing the very
best job we can, along w th hundreds of professionals
working to safely and cost-effectively decommi ssion the
Mai ne Yankee facility.

I'd like to nerely just point out that we wel cone
the NRC oversight and state oversight on that process,
and | commt to you ny effort and the effort of hundreds
of enployees to do the very best job we can in
decommi ssioning the facility.

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you.
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Senator Treat?

SEN. TREAT: Sharon Treat, T-RE-A-T.

| represent the residents of District 18 in the
State of Maine. That is the district that cones down
the Kennebec R ver as far south as R chnmond. I, nyself,
live in Gardiner.

['I'l also nention that | take a particular interest
inthis issue, not only because | live fairly nearby,
but I amthe Senate Chair of the Natural Resources
Commttee and | serve on the Radioactive Waste Advisory
Commi ssi on

In preparing these cooments, | have revi ewed the
PSDAR, the 1972 Environnental [npact Statenent for the
Mai ne Yankee Atom c Power Station, the 1988 Fina
Ceneric Environnental |npact Statenent on
Decommi ssi oning of Nuclear Facilities, which was
prepared by the Nucl ear Regul atory Commi ssion, and the
rel evant agency regul ati ons governi ng deconm ssi oni ng as
set forth in the recent Federal Register notice.

These comrents are really foll ow up to what
mentioned in the previous nmeeting when | raised
questions about whether or not an environmental inpact
statenent is required in this process, and when and how.

At that tine the answer to the question that | was

given was that an environnental inpact statement is not
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required, that it is included in the generic
envi ronnent al i npact statenent of 1988 and the origi na
envi ronnment al i npact statenent done in 1972.

Therefore, | did review those docunents to see
whether or not | felt they meet the standard of an
envi ronnmental inpact statenent. And | woul d just
mention | aman environmental |awer and do spend sone
time | ooking at environnental inpact statenents.

In ny opinion, the PSDAR does not adequately discuss
the reasons for concluding that an environnental inpact
associated with the site-specific deconm ssi oni ng
activities will be bounded by these docunents. That's
the standard that's in the NRC regul ati ons

The reasons that | draw that conclusion is that the
PSDAR is very short -- it's about what, 18 or 19 pages
-- a vague and inconcl usi ve docunment that fails to
sel ect any specific decommi ssioning activities.

Wthout a specific plan, it is sinply inpossible to
eval uate the environmental and public health inpacts.

I ndeed, | was somewhat at a | oss as to how to comment
toni ght because it was so inconclusive. 1'll just give
you a coupl e of exanples of the kinds of things that
disturb ne.

For exanple, it notes that Mai ne Yankee, quote, may

transfer spent fuel fromwet storage to dry storage. It
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doesn't choose an option. That's at page 4.

It states that it nmay segnment the reactor vessel and
pl ace the segments into shielded containers. On the
other hand, it also states that it may not. It may
prepare the vessel for shipnent intact.

It states that the waste may be incinerated,
conpacted or otherw se processed. It doesn't say
whet her they will or won't.

Wiere will these activities be carried out? 1'd
personally like to know. |Is that happening on-site?

That's the type of thing that's in there. 1In ny
opinion, if you' re going to eval uate whether or not the
envi ronnental inpacts of this deconm ssioning are
al ready addressed in other documents, you have to have a
specific plan to be able to nake that determ nation

In addition, the PSDAR fails to conpare the Mi ne
Yankee site in Wscasset to the hypothetical generic
site, which is evaluated in the GEI S that was prepared
in 1988. Wthout such a conparison, it is inpossible to
det er mi ne whet her the environnental inpacts associ ated
with the site-specific deconm ssioning activities wll
be bounded by appropriate previously issued
envi ronnment al i npact statenents.

Again, that's the standard in the regul ati ons t hat

are applicable.
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The generic 1988 decomm ssioning EI'S, which | did
review, conbined with the 1972 Mi ne Yankee EI'S, which |
also reviewed -- it was rather difficult to obtain at
this late date -- it's 25 years old -- do not neet the
requi renents of the National Environnmental Policy Act,
when you put themtogether, w thout a specific
site-specific environmental inpact statenent addressing
the particular situation that we're facing today.

In addiction to requiring a nore detail ed PSDAR
specifically describing the decomm ssioning, I'm
requesting the Nucl ear Regul atory Conm ssion to prepare
it's own environnental inpact statenent, because the
decommi ssioning is indeed a najor federal action
significantly affecting the human environnent. That is
a standard under the National Environnental Policy Act.

As | said, | reviewed the 1988 CE S, generic
envi ronnmental inpact statenent, and | discovered it's
based on no experience with decomm ssioning. |In fact,
they refer to a laboratory analysis that they did and
one reactor that was a test reactor.

Since that GBIl S was witten, obviously the
Comm ssion is getting nmore experienced, and | woul d
suggest -- in fact, | would request that if the NRCis
going to rely on a generic inpact statenent, it shoul d

update it to reflect the actual experience that they are
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now havi ng wi th decomm ssi oni ng.

In addition, obviously a generic inpact statenent is
not site-specific. No site-specific infornmation has
been prepared on the environnental inpacts of
decommi ssi oni ng Mai ne Yankee. | question whet her
putting the generic inpact statement together with the
1972 inpact statenment, which is site-specific, does
anyt hi ng.

| have reviewed the '72 plan. There is no data or
di scussi on what soever about decomm ssioning. It is
entirely based on the concerns with plant construction
and operations. So it is totally irrelevant to this
di scussi on

That's under current NRC regulations. So if one
were to say that the current regul ati ons are okay,
believe you would still have to conclude that the PSDAR
is an inadequate response to that and that it fails to
meet the environnmental inpact statement requirements
even within those regul ations.

But | agree with people who have stated already this
eveni ng that those regul ati ons are not adequate
They' re not adequat e because, as has been noted already,
there is no public hearing opportunity. Previously,
there was an adjudi catory hearing opportunity, with

cross-exam nation, opportunity to have di scovery and get
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docunent s.

As al so has been noted, there is a court cause that
has, in fact, ruled that the decision not to do that,
not to have public hearings, is in violation of the
Nati onal Environnmental Policy Act and was arbitrary and
capricious. And | think that that is a decisionin this
federal circuit, and I think that it should control this
case.

In addition, | amasking the NRC to require Mine
Yankee to eval uate the costs and the neasures that would
be needed to conply with the EPA standard for cleaning
up a site to background radiol ogical |evels, as opposed
to the NRC standard

I think when they do their cost study they should
| ook at both. And | would like to know what that anount
of noney is.

Certainly, they should be cleaning up to the nost
protective standard, particularly if people in this area
would like to reuse the site. | think a site that
doesn't even neet Superfund standards is not going to
get very many tenants, if it's turned into an industria
park. | just have trouble inmagining that comrercial
busi nesses are going to be interested in being on a site
that does not neet Superfund standards.

Until a detail ed deconm ssioning plan is submtted
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and a site-specific environnental inpact statenent is
prepared and a public hearing is schedul ed and hel d,
amrequesting that the NRC not permt the dismantling
and decomm ssi oni ng of Mai ne Yankee to take pl ace.

I think it is very prenature. |'mreassured to hear
that there is no intention, apparently, to do any
dismantling activities until a year fromnow But it's
techni cal |y possible under the current regul ations. And
the NRC should be the one that is naking that decision
And I'mrequesting that the NRC make sure that those
activities do not take place until we know what is
pl anned and we have had a real opportunity to eval uate
those plans in a really open and incl usive process.

Thank you very nuch

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you.

David Hal | ?

MR HALL: I'mDavid Hall, spelled HA-L-L. I'm
from West Bath, Mine.

' mspeaking for nyself, but as one who has sone
experi ence, because | amthe Radi ol ogi cal Defense
O ficer for Sagadahoc County Emergency Managemnent
Agency. | amalso a nmenber of the state Radi ol ogi ca
Ener gency Preparedness Comm ttee.

| have a concern about energency planning. Mine

Yankee will want to cut back on emergency planning in
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order to save noney. W nust be sure that the remaining
emergency planning is adequate to neet the potentia

wor st-case situations. As | see it, the two nmajor risks
to public safety are the transport of |arge anmounts of
radi oactive waste and the state of the spent fuel pool

When radi oactive waste is shipped, it nmust be
properly packaged and shi el ded. Enough noney must be
spent so that it is done right. There nust also be
adequat e response plans for the entire route in case
there is an accident or a spill

The spent fuel pool contains mllions of curies of
radi oactive material, nore than the reactor vessel had
when the plant was operated. The pool was not designed
to contain this much radioactive naterial. The pool has
no containnment building to protect the outside world
fromwhat is inside. There is absolutely nothing to
protect us if things go w ong.

What woul d happen if all the water drained out of
the spent fuel pool? Wuld there be enough heat to nelt
the fuel rods? Wuld radioactive gas and steam be
rel eased?

| hope a thorough study is made in regard to the
wor st - case scenarios in the spent fuel pool in order to
determine the | evel of emergency planning that is stil

required. | amextrenely concerned that everything will
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be let go in regard to enmergency planning when it should
not be let go until we really know what the risks are.

If the spent fuel rods are renoved fromthe pool and
are packed in dry-cask storage, | expect the threat to
the public will be less and the | evel of emergency
pl anni ng coul d be reduced.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you very much

Maria Hol t.

M5. HOLT: Thank you, Senator Kilkelly. Holt,

H OL-T, fromBath.

I was going to give up this speaking opportunity
until | heard M. Gant say sonething | need to address

First, | want people to know that | and nost of ny
friends have perfect faith in people like M. Gant and
the other gentleman who works at Miine Yankee to do the
very best job possible in protecting us during the
decommissioning. But | amtired to tears of hearing the
ri sks of radioactive contam nation conpared to dying in
a plane crash or a car crash

Wien we die in a car crash, we're dead. W have not
sonmehow passed on that possibility of dying in a car
crash to our children

In 1975, the Atom c Energy Conm ssion decided it was
okay. They were pl anni ng about the em ssions fromthe

light-water reactor industry, and they thought that we
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needed it, we needed the reactors producing energy -- or
electricity. So they went ahead with these predictions
and nodel s, cal cul ations, saying, well, because we need
this technology, it will be okay to assume that we m ght
have a 10%increase in the genetic nutation rate.

Now, Dr. Joshua Lederburg was on a panel. He's a
prof essor at Stanford University. He tried very hard to
get themto reduce that to 1% if at all. It seens to
me a crine to plan to increase the genetic mutation
rate. He was unsuccessful.

But the United States government thinks enough of
Dr. Lederburg today or recently to have asked himto
hel p assess the health problens of the Qul f War
veterans. And we haven't found that out yet. But he's
a respected scientist.

This is a sad situation, that we are led to believe
it's the sane kind of risk.

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you.

Pat Dosti e?
MR DCSTIE M nane is Pat Dostie. | live in
Augusta. M last nane is spelled DOST-1-E I'mthe

state Nuclear Safety Inspector at the Mine Yankee
facility. I'mwth the Ofice of Nuclear Safety, and

I"mrepresenting the Departnment of Human Servi ces.
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Tonight we transmtted sone comrents to the NRC
staff that is here in witten form But before
preface sone of those comrents, | would like to say that
over the last couple of nmonths we' ve been working very
hard with Maine Yankee to be integrated in their
processes. W have been involved with the chem cal
DECON that is being been contenplated in that project.
W' ve al so been involved in the spent fuel pool island
project. But none has taken precedence, as far as |'m
concerned, to the site characterization process. And by
that, | basically mean that |1'm spending nore tine on
that facet than I amon sonme of the other activities at
the site.

And before |I preface any of the renarks here, 1'd
like to say that | have rai sed sone comrents and sone
observations to the Miine Yankee staff. 1've also
rai sed those same comments and t hose observations to the
NRC staff; but working both with the NRC staff as wel
as the Maine Yankee staff to resol ve sone of those
comments that we've had.

The other thing | would like to say here is that the
four comrents that | have tonight, | guess, can be
encapsul ated into four cute -- | shouldn't say cute --
four categories. One is based on experience, another

one is very specific to the PSDAR, one is a regul ar
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coment, and finally another one is a conment
reconmendat i on.

O the first part of it, I would say that we are
trying to keep up with all the activities that are
happening at the plant. That includes not only all the
paperwork that is occurring, but the |licensee submttals
and exenption requests, detailed tech specs, etc., etc.,
but al so what's happening with spent fuel heat-up tests,
observations of activities on-site, and, of course,
being involved in the site characterizati on nunbers.

In the observation | basically have here is, because
of our limted resources, we've had sone difficulty to
keep up with the pace. And, at times, if we want
something in a tinely fashion, it's been difficult to
produce that.

The second thing here is very specific to the PSDAR
(On page 15 is a table of costs, and sone peopl e have
already heard ne nention this before, but there is a
sumary there of the 1993 to 1997 costs, and one of the
things it identifies in the other cost category is
property taxes, insurance, energy, NRC and state fees,
etc., etc., and it shows a total for the year 1997 of
approximately alnost $5 million -- $4.988, to be exact.

V¢ feel that somehow naybe TRG was not aware of

certain things that we considered deficient in the sense
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that if we take a | ook at the current oversight
functions that the state is performng, the various
agencies, with Udis Vanags, the state Nuclear Safety
Advi sor, the Public Health Lab doing the anal yses, with
the radiation control programthat has to do with the
envi ronnental surveillance, and al so nyself and the
state | owlevel waste coordinator that is the staff
person for the advisory conm ssion.

When you total all those at present and project out
for seven years, we're talking in excess of $4 nillion.

Now, Mai ne Yankee's in the process of returning a --
as you know fromthe CGtizens Advisory Panel, |'ve
mentioned that their particular list did not include
state fees, and | was assured that it was either under
the remai ning costs or the fixed costs, but I'mstill
waiting for a breakdown on that.

The ot her one here has been specifically mentioned
to both sides, and that is basically there is a fine
bal ance between safety and cost-effectiveness. |
presurme that that will be maintained.

M/ basic comment is | hope that over tinme it does
not unduly shift those econonic considerations, because
I would not want to see a resurrection of sonme of the
shortcomngs that were identified by the | SAT.

And | agree with both sides that the enphasis shoul d
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be on quality and that by doing the job right the first
time, it would be the nost appropriate way for all
parties concerned.

And finally, ny final conment and recomrendation is
this: Mine Yankee has nade nention that it wants to be
a nodel to the industry. | think we've already had a
hint in a sense that they' ve submtted the PSDAR i n 20
days after cessation of operations.

The other exanple | would like to say is, over the
past, where we've had some -- where every |ight-water
reactor has gone through a refueling, refuelings have
| asted anywhere from8 to 12 weeks, the industry has
responded not only trying to save noney, but al so save,
you know, personnel exposure. And in the process we're
now seei ng some facilities going down as nuch as down to
19 or 20 days in order to do refueling.

And ny basic comrent is this: |If the industry is
going to learn, and I"'mpresumng that it's certainly
going to learn from Mai ne Yankee experi ences as well as
Connecti cut Yankee and some of the others, that if seven
years is doable, then nost |likely you can probably see a
conpression of that to nmaybe six or five or maybe
slightly less. I'msure there is alimt.

And ny basic comrent is this: As the NRC takes a

| ook at the way the process is, then one of the things
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that they should make sure here is they should | ook at
the allocation of its resources to ensure that the
appropriate oversight is achieved with the | ower of
time, because it wll happen.

And that's basically all ny comrents.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you

Ji m Hummer ?

MR HUMER [|I'mJimHmer, HUMMER | livein
Bath with ny famly. I'ma rate-payer. | don't
represent any group tonight.

Fromwhat |'ve heard here tonight and observations
that 1've made in the past couple of decades, it seens
to nme that we have nore common ground that it would
appear. W al so have sone nutual suspicion. But |
don't think that anyone here wants to see anyone at the
pl ant or the surrounding comunities to be hurt by
radi ati on or any other hazard. And nost of us probably
don't want to waste nmoney. And | don't believe that
anyone wants to damage the environmnent.

| feel, personally, that the public suspicion of
nucl ear power has nade it safer, although I don't know
how common that feeling is. The suspicion | evels nay be
too hi gh.

Now, | hope that we can build on the interests that

you all have in comron, and I w sh the Community
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Advi sory Panel every success.

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you

That's the end of our list. Are there others that
wi sh to speak that did not get on the list?

Yes?

MR BROMW M nane is Jay Brown. | live in Al na.
And | work at the plant as well.

Everything | heard tonight | think is good stuff.
Peopl e are concerned about the safety of
decommissioning. | think that's good. But it's there
and it has to cone apart. |'man engineer. W all
didn't devise nuclear power in the sixties, fifties.

But it's here and we have to take it apart.

And | heard one thing that | have an issue wth.
think it was Ms. Katz tal ked about sonething at Rowe
where it may have been safer to wait. Maybe it would be
better to wait 15 years, 30 years, and then take it
apart. | disagree with that fromthe safety standpoint.

The time to do it is now The people are there. W
know the plant. W know the status of the systens. And
I think it would be just |ike doing a project at your
house that you start, put down, and try to pick up a
month later. You don't renmenber where you left off,

what's the status, what are you going to do, where are
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the tools. And | think the longer you wait the greater
the risk it is.

So | just wanted to put ny pitch in to the safest
time i s now

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you. Are there others?

Yes, U dis?

MR VANAGS: U dis Vanags, State Nucl ear Safety
Advisor. 1'd just like to make sone comrents on the
PSDAR

As | think you heard fromnost of the public, it's a
difficult docunent to comrent on. It is witten
generally. It's really a general sketch, an outline of
what Mai ne Yankee plans to do. The details, nany of
them have not been determ ned yet.

| understand than M ne Yankee will use the 50.59
process, and that will be the process that they will use
to dismantle the plant. Wthin that process, the
envi ronnmental concerns are dealt with and addressed,
under st and.

And the inportant aspect of that that | see is that
because there is no specific plan outlined at this tine,
it will be very inportant for the state to communicate
very closely with the NRC and Mai ne Yankee. W& will
have to work very closely together to make sure that we

fully understand what is taking place at the plant and
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that we understand what the NRC is thinking of doing at
the sanme tinme al so

And as these plans are devel oped, we want to have
opportunity and tine to comment before these activities
do take place. So we would like the coordination to
assure that we have this anple time.

Because Mii ne Yankee clearly wants to deconm ssi on
this plant fairly quickly. Wether or not they' Il be
able to or not, we have yet to see. As nmany have
stated, the plan is really not in place yet. There are
sone details, really inportant details, m ssing.

So, I'd just like to say that | wuld like to -- the
state would like to work cooperatively with Mine Yankee
and the NRC, and nake sure that this is what everyone
wants, is the safe, efficient disnantling of the plant.

Thank you.

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you. |If there are no others
-- I"'msorry.

MR WEBB: | have one |ast comment.

SEN KILKELLY: Yes.

MR WEBB: Mke Wbb, NRC. W' ve al ready expressed
to Senator Kilkelly, in her capacity as the chairman of
the Comrunity Advisory Panel, that we are available to
conme up to attend the Community Advi sory Panel sessions.

VW woul d appreci ate sone advance notice, both so that we
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can bring sonmebody up and al so so that we can have the
right person there to answer questions. But we wll be
glad to participate in answering questions and, you
know, clarify issues that haven't been clear so far

In addition, we would like to thank you for your
participation this evening. | know everybody took their
own tine to cone out here, but she specific has had a
little nore -- has had to take a little nore tinme to
prepare and has been up front. And the NRCreally
appreciates that. And we'd like to thank you for
hel pi ng us.

(Appl ause.)

SEN. KILKELLY: Thank you. As we've nentioned,
there is a sign-up sheet in the back if you wish to
receive materials. They also are available on the NRC
web page, WWV NRC. GOV.

The next meeting of the Gtizens Advisory Panel is
going to be the first week in Decenber, and there will
be information in the newspapers about that and al so on
the Mai ne Yankee web site.

Thank you very nuch

(Wier eupon the neeting concluded at 10:10 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATI ON
| hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and
correct transcription of ny stenographic notes taken of

t he above-captioned matter.

Harol d M Hagopi an
Regi stered D pl omate Reporter
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